


m ARBiTmiom 


STATEMENT 

OF THE CLAIMS OF NAWAB SHAMS-UL-OOMRAH, AMIR-I-KABIR, 

KHOORSHED JAH, BAHADOOE, 

AGAINST 

NAWAB EKBAL-UD-DOWLAH, VIKAR-UL-OOMRAH, BAHADOOR, 

IN BESPEOT OF THE PBOPEBTY LATE IN THE POSSESSION 

OP 

. NAWAB8 KAFFEE-UD-DEEN KHAN 

a:ni) 

RASHBEE-UD-DEEN KHAN, BAHADOORS. 




INDEX 


OBSERVATIONS 

Letter from Sir Richard Meade to Sir Salar Jung; 12th Sept, 1877 
Letter from Sir Stuart Bayloy to Sir Salar Jung ; 16th Sept. 1881 
Khoorshed Jah’s claims under the Ekrarnamah 

Translation of the Ekrarnamah 

Khoorshed Jah^s claim under the Minister’s decision 


Paqb. 

... 1 
4 
8 

... 14 

... 16 
... 16 


Letter from Khoorshed Jah to Sir Salar Jung ; 11th May 1882 ... ... 17 

Letter from Sir Salar Jung to Khoorshed Jah ; 14th May 1882 ... ... 17 

Letter from Khoorshed Jah to the Peshkar; 22nd May 1882 ... ig 

Telegram from Sir Salar Jung to Khoorshed Jah ; 9th June 1882 ... 19 

Letter from Sir Salar Jung to Khoorshed Jah; 9th June 1882 ... ... 20 

Telegram from Vicar-ul-Oomrah to Mr. Eduljee; 3rd Juno 1882 ... ... 22 

Letter from Vicar-ul-Oomrah to Sir Salar Jung ; l 6 th June 1882 ^ 

Letter from Mr. Jones to Khoorshed Jah; 15th October 1882 ... ... 23 

JvhoovMhed Jah’s claims under the Minister’s decision and the 

Ekrarnamah 30 

Khoorshed Jah’s other claims 

Claim for mesue (irofits... 33 

Distribution nnd Settlement of house property in Hyderabad 33 

Claim in respect of Mother’s Jaghir of Dowlatpore 34 

Claim in respect of part of Bundorwara 34 

Translations of Khoorshed Jah’s Sanads of Lohara and Purtab- 
pore ... 35 t 41 

Letter from Ekbal-ud-Dowlah to Khoorshed J ah ; 7th Mohur- 


rum 1299 42 

Letter from Khoorshed Jah to Ekbal-ud Dowlah 43 

Letter from Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud-Dowla to Sir Stuart 

Bayley ; 20tb December 1881.. ... ... ... ... 44 

Letter from Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah to Sir Stuart 
Bayley ; 31st December 1881 45 

Letter from Khoorshed Jah to Ekbal-ud-Dowlah ; 12th Suffer 
1299. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 46 

Letter from Ekbal-ud-Dowlah to Khoorshed Jah; 4th Janu- 
ary 1882 47 

Translations of Sanads respecting Bhalkee and Soobah ... 48 to 50 

Statement (A. A.) showing the property disposed of by the 
Minister’s decision ... 51 

Statement (B. B.) showing how the property of the late Nawab 
Mobtasbim-ud-Dowlah is held since the Minister’s decision. . 52 




II 


Pao*. 

Statement (C. C.) showing how the property is disposed of by the 
Ekramatuah 53 

Statement (D. D.) showing how the property disposed of by the 
Ekramamah is now held 54 

Statement (E. E.) of Sayer and Villages transferred by Minister 
in compensation for the same ... 55 

Statement (P F) of the distribution of the Paigah Talooks of the 
late Amir-i-Kabir, as per Schedules attached to that Nawab's 
Will, dated 1st Mohurrum 1299 H 56 

Accounts (G G) attached to the Minister’s decision 5S 


Proceedings in the Case between ELhoorshed Jah and 
Vikar-ul-Oomrah before Mr. H. £. Trevor 

First day; 23rd July 1883 

Second day ; 25th July 1883 

Translation of the Ekrariiaiimh of the 4th Stiffen, 1299 H, 
Translation of the Minister's decision: 25bh Janiuir/ 1882 

Third day ; Slst July 1883 

Letter from Mr. Dunlop to Mr. Stevens ; 30bh July 1883 
Letter from Mr. Dunlop to Mr. Trevor, 28th July 1883 
Letter from Mr. Stevens to Mr. Trevor ; 4th August 1883. 

Fourth day ; 20th August 1883 


60 tD 94 
... 61 

... 6 

... 64 

... 

... 6 .^ 

... 71 

... 75 

... 77 


Draft suggestions for the acceptance of b<ith Nuwabs diawn hy Mr. Trevor... 

Memorandum of Vicar*ul-Oomrah's caae signed by Mr. Dunlop ; 16th August 
1863 


Letter from Mr. Stevens to .Mr. Trevor; 20th August 1883 
Statement No. 1 referred to iu the last letter 
Statement No. II „ „ „ „ 

Statement No. II A. „ „ „ „ 

Statement No. Ill 
Statement No.IV* 

Fifth day; 23rd August 1883 


V 


V 

ff 


77 

79 

81 

82 

84 

65 

86 

87 

88 


Letter from Mr. Stevens to Mr. Trevor; 23rd August ... ... 89 

Letter from Khoorshed Jah to re a bk^ August 188;i 91 


Memorandum of prooeediugs before Mr. Trevor euclosed in the last letter 

signed by Mr. Stevens ... ... ... ... 92 

Appointment of Mr. Ridsdale^by Government of India to settle the dispute ; 

15th October 1883... 


••• 


94 




OBSERVATIONS. 


In order that the present dit^ute between the Nawabs Khoor- 
ehed Jah and his brother the Nawab Vikar-ul-Oomrah may be fully 
understood, it will be necessary to review shortly the history of the 
Shams-ul-Oomrah family, to which these Nawabs belong. 

Since the foundation of the Hyderabad Dynasty about A. D. 1700, 
the family of Shams-ul-Oomrah has held the highest place amongst 
the Hyderabad nobles, and is closely connected with the family of H. 
H. the Nizam by frequent intermarriages. It is unnecessary for the 
purposes of this present case to refer to any member of the family 
prior to Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan, the first Amir-i-Kabir Shams- 
ul-Oomrah. He married about the year 1797 a daughter of H. H. 
Nizam Ali Khan, the then reigning prince and by her had three 
daughters and three sons. 

The names of the sons were : — 

A. Moozum-ul-Moulk, who died young u'ithout issue. 

B. Mahomed Eaffee-ud-Deen Khan, born about 1802, who 

received the titles of Oomdat-ud-Dowlah and Oomdat-ul 
Moolk, and w'ho after the death of his father in 1863 re- 
ceived the further titles of Shaius-ul-Oomrah and Amir-i- 
Kabir. 

C. Mahomed Sooltan-ud-Deen Khan, born obout 1812, who 

afterwards received the titles of Basheer-ul-Moulk. 

The Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan married also a second wife, 
a lady of noble family in Hyderabad, and by her had one son. 

D. Rashee-ud-Deen Khan, born about 1813, who received the 

title of Iktadar-ul-Moolk, and, after the death of his father 
in 1863, the further title of Vikar-ul-Oomrah. 

The Nawab Raffee-ud-Deen Khan (marked as B. above ; the 
second son of the Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan by his first wife) was 
never married. The Nawab Sooltan-ud-Deen Khan (marked C. above ; 
the third son by the first wife) was married about the year 1828 to a 
sister of H. H. Nizam Nazur-ud-Dowlah, the then reigning prince. 
He had two sons by other ladies : 

E. Nawab Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah bom about 18 ,and who 

died on the 17th February 1881 without children. 

F. Nawab Bashur-ud-Dowlah born about 18 and who is now 

living. 

The Nawab Bashee-ud-Deen Khan (marked as D. above ; son of 
the Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan by his second wife) was married 
about the year 1830 to a daughter of a nobleman in Hyderabad, by 
whom he had two daughters. In the year 1838, at the request of the 
Nizam Nasur-ud-Dowlah* he married the lister of His Highness, and 
had by her issue two aona and two daughters. 




The name of the sons were ; — 

O. Nawab Khoorshed Jah, born in 18 and now living. 

H. Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, born in 18 , and now living 

In the year 1840 Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan, by the direction 
of H. H. the Nasur-ud-Dowlah, granted to each of his sons then living 
\y.'R (marked B. C. and D above) HmnriQh s or personal attendants. The 
payments for the HumrigJis of the Najvabs Raffee-ud-l)een Kluin 
(marked as B. above) and Sooltan-ud-Deen Khan (marked as (J. above) 
were made from the treasury of Nawab Fakoor-ud-Daen Khan ; but by 
the direction of H. H. the Nizam, Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan 
settled by Sanuds upon Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan (marked as I), 
above) certain Fagah talooks, from the revenue of which his Ilumriyhs 
were paid. 

Nawab Sooltan-ud-Deen Khan (marked as C. above) dical in 1844, 
during the life time of his father, Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan. Upon hi.s 
death, his share of Humrighs did not pass to his two scjns, but reverte<l 
to his father. 

Shortly afterwards fresh Humrighs were granted by Nawab Fakoor- 
ud-Deen Khan to Nawab Khoorshed ,Tah (marked as G. above), the 
eldest son of Nawab Rashoe-ud-Deen Khan and grand son of Nawab 
Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan and to pay the expeijses of such Humrighs the 
talooks of Partabpore and Lahara wore granted to Khoorshed .Tab by 
Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan by Sanads, copies of which will be found at 
pages 35 to 41 of th incase. 

Nawab Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan died in the 3 'ear 1808. Frequent- 
ly during his life time and especially during his last illness, he had 
requested his youngest son, Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan (marked 
as D. above) not to divide the family pro[>erty immediately after his 
decease ; but to allow his elder brother Nawab Uaffee-ud-Deen Khan 
(marked as C. above) to enjoy for his life all the family tstate, in- 
cluding the Pagah talooks and .Jaghirs, which he, Nawab Fakoor-nd. 
Deen Khan was in possession of, and he informed Nawab liasheo-ud- 
Deen Khan that, after the death of Nawab Haflee-ud-Deen Khan, he. 
(Nawab Rashee-ud Deen Khan) would succeed to those estates. In con- 
sequence of this request, no division of the property nioveable or 
immoveable belonging to Nawab F’akoor-ood-lleen Khan was made, 
but the whole of such property after the death of Nawab Fakoor ond- 
Deen Khan came into the pos-session of Nawab Ilnffee-ud-Deen Khun. 
H. H. Nizam Afzal-ud-Dowlah asked Nawab Rnshee-nd-Deen Khan 
if he required that a distribution of such property should be madti, 
and Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan in reply stated that he did not, 
as he was willing to act in accordance with his father’s dying wislics. 

Nawab Raffee-ud-Deen Kban died on the .5th April 1877 
childless. On the 3 rd day after the death, Naivab Haslice-nd-Docn 
Khan was informed by the Minister, Sir Salar-Jung, th.at the late 
Nawab RafTee-ud-Deen Khan made a wdll in 1872, whereby be had 
settled the whole of the property' he was in possession of, at the time 
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of his death, upon his nephews the Nawabs Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah 
and Basheer-ud-Dowlah [marked as E and F above, the sonfi of 
the Nawab Sooltan-ud'Deen K.han.] The existence of this will 
had been kept secret from the Nawab Kashee-ud-Deen Khan ; he 
had never heard of it before. The Minister Sir Salar Jung also 
informed the Nawab Bashee-ud-Deen Khan on a subsequent occasion 
that the will had been sent to him, with a request that it should be 
kept strictly private, and that Nawab Bashee-ud-Deen Khan was 
on no account to know of its existence, as he would be sure to dis- 
pute it. This alleged will, it may be remarked, wtis a document pur- 
porting to be under the seal of Nawab Rafiee-ood-Deen Khah, and to 
bequeath to Nawabs Motashim-ud-Dowlah and Basheer-ud-Dowlah 
certain properties described in tliree schedules, which were unsigned 
and quite loose and unattached to each other or to the principal docu- 
ment. Nawab- Rashee-ud-Deen Khan immediately he so heard of the 
existence of the alleged will disputed its validity. This was the pri- 
mary commencement of the disputes that have been going on now for 
some years past in the family of Shams-ul-Oomrah. 

After the death of the Nawab Baffee-ood-Deen Khan, the Nawabs 
Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah and Basheer-ud-Dowlah entered into illegal 
possession of the whole of the moveable and immoveable property which 
was in the possession of the Nawab Rafiue-ood-Deen Khan, at the time 
of his death excepting certain taluoks in the possession or charge of one 
Mahomed Shokoor. 

The pr<»perty so taken possession of included not only property of 
Nawab Baffee-ood-Deen Khan, not referred to in the Will or the sche- 
dules; but also private property both moveable and immoveable belong- 
ing actually to Nawab Bashee-ood-Deen Khan himself. They also laid 
claim to two Paigha ta looks called Husnabad and Narayen Khera, 
which on the death of Nawab Baffee-ood-Deen Khan remained in the 
possession of the said Mahomed Shokoor. The property thus taken 
possession of being undivided family property, in which the late Nawab 
had but a life interest and that only by consent, the Nawab- Bashee-ood- 
Deen Khan put forward a claim to be put into possession of that por- 
tion of the property so illegally held by his nephews, to which he was 
rightfully entitled. This claim was strongly contested by the Nawabs 
Mohtashim-ood-Dowlah and Basheer-ud-Dowlah, who both refused to 
give up any portion. The right to bear the titles of honor lately held 
by the late Nawab Bashee-ood-Deen Khan was also a matter of 
dispute between the contending Nawabs. 

The dispute between the uncle and nephews upon the subject 
of the family estates was reported to the Resident and on the 23rd 
June 1877 he asked to be furnished with the following statements. 

I. Statement of the Jaghir and service lands held by Nawab 
Fakoor-ood-Deen Khan with a note of the portion of the 
same gpven by him to his sons during his lifetime, as also 
of the portions of the Faigah or establishments similarly 
made over to them. 
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II. Statement of disposal of jaorlnrs. Kind, &o., in the possession of 

the said Kawab at the time of his deatlj in ISOH, and liow 

divided. 

III. Statement of lands, &c., in the possession of the late Nawah 

Rafiee ood- Deen Khan during Ids fathers lifetime. 

IV. Statement of lands, &<; , in the possession ol‘ the .Vawab 

Kashee-ood-Deen Khun. 

These Statements and others were fluly furnished but bcNond 
the foregoiiijg reference, this case is not affected by them. Na waits 
Mohtashim-ood-Duwlalu and Ba.sheer-ood-Dowlah called upon the 
Resident on the 2nd July 1&77, and urged their claims to tiie titles 
and to the Paigah lands and property as their right. Sir Richard 
Meade, the then Resident, told them that from what he knew they 
appeared to he misguided, that their late uncle Nawal) Raffee-ood- 
Beeu Khan had no power to will away anything, and that he had 
only a life interest in the property which he liad taken possession .of on 
his father’s death. Nevertheless, the two Nawabs persisted in pressing 
their claims. 

Lengthy negotiations and correspondence (to which it is un- 
necessary to refer more preci.sely here-took place through the Minister 
Sir Salar Jung with the intention of effecting a conijwomise of the dispu- 
te ; but though the Nawah llashee-ood-L)een Khan showed a, strong de- 
sire to arrange the matter amicably, tiie Nawabs Mulitashim-ofKl'Dowlah 
and Basheer-ood-Dowlah refused to withdraw one iota of their claims. 
On one occasion in 1877 under strong pressure from the Resident and 
Minister the former Nawah agreed to withdraw his claim to the property in 
dispute, provided that the titles of honour of the late Ifafiee-oud Ueen 
KItan (to whicli the two nephews, as before stated, luul put in a further 
claim) were allowed to be conferred upon him. The (»ffer needless k) say 
was rejected by the Nawalis Mohtashini-ood-l towlah and Baslieer-ud- 
Jfowlah ; but it is mentioned here for the pm pose oi’ pointing out a recor- 
ded opinion of the Governnrent of Iiulia, whicli is of some importance :it 
the present time. The above proposed airangmnent was rojiorted to the 
Government of India by the Resident, and in answer they stated (vide 
paragraph 2 of letter from Resident to Minister, dated 12th Septeinher 
1877,) that any aiTangement made could, provided the invalidity of the 
alleged documents set up by the two nephews was proved, only hold 
during the lifetime of the Nawah Rashee-ood- Deen Khfiii. and was not at 
all binding on his sons after his death, in which event the whole matter 
must be gone into afresh. A copy of this letter is inserted heie. 

H V OKRA B A n H ESinKNO Y, 

Dalfid \'2(h ,'^ptvnibi'r 1877, 
To 

His Excellency the Minister, 

The Resident has the honor to address His Highness’ Goveri’.ment 
on the subject of his personal communication with His Excellency tl e 
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Minister last evening, relative to the orders passed by the Government 
of India, on the representations embodied by His Excellency in his 
letter, dated ‘27th June last, regarding the view taken by the Resident 
of the course adopted by His Highness’ Government in the settlement 
of the conflicting claims of the (then) Nawab Vikar-ool-Oomrah Baha- 
door and the Nawab Mohtashim-ood-Dowlah and Bashir-ood-Dowlah 
Bahadoors, to the titles and Pagali giants held and enjoyed by the late 
Nawab Sharas-ool-Oomrah Amir-i-Kabeer, Babadoor. 

•2. His Excellency the Minister’s letter cn this subject, with 
copies of all the correspondence that had passed on it, was duly for. 
w'arded for the information of the Viceroy and Governor-General in 
Council, who, after a review of the circumstances of the case as set forth 
in this correspondence, has recorded the following opinion on it : — 

‘‘ The case was an important one. The family concerned is the 
most eminent in Hyderabad, and the Nawab Vikar-ool-Oomrah is its 
eldest and most influential representative. The titles claimed are 
distinctive of the recognized head of the nobility. The estates, especial- 
ly those designated Paigali grants, sire of considerable yearly value, 
and, in respect to the latter, an important question had been raised as to 
the capacity of the late holder to dispose of by the Will, 

“ Looking then to the position of the parties, to tlie pecuniary and 
personal interests involved and to the political importance of the 
matters in dispute, the occasion was obviously one in which it was 
incumbent upon the Minister to seek and act upon the advice of the 
British Resident, that is, of the representative of the Guardian Power 
ultimately responsible for the administration of Hyderabad during the 
minority of the ruling Chief 

The case has been for the present at all events amicably compro- 
mised, the family titles having been bestowed on the Nawab Vicar-ul- 
Oomrah, while the estates have, with the consent of the Nawab, been 
allowed to remain with that nobleman’s neph3ws. 

“ The above compromise, so lar as it affects the interests of the Nawab 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah, is accepted by the Government of India ; but beto e 
ratifying the decision as a permanent arrangement, His Excellency in 
Council desires that you will carefully ascertain and report the exact 
grounds of the Nawab’s assertion, that the late Amir-i-Kabir was legally 
incapable of disposing of the Paigah grants by Will. Should the Nawab’s 
assertion prove con*ect, it must be clearly understood that the present 
arrangement, whereby the Paigali estates aro vested in the Nawab’s 
nephews, will hold good for the life of the Nawab only and be subject to 
reconsideration on his decease. 

“In conclusion, I am desired to intimate that the Governor-General 
in Council fully and cordially approves of your proceedings in this 
matter, and is satisfied that your timely interference has saved the Nawab 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah from what would have been justly regarded by him 
as unmei’ited disgrace.” 
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From these remarks, it will be seen that the Viceroy and Govemor- 
General in Council fully approves of the views urged by the Resident 
on his Highness’ Government as to the course that ought to have been 
taken in this matter; an<l that His Excellency now desires to be furnished 
with a report of the exact grounds for the Nawnb Vicar-ul-Oomrah 
Bahadoor’s assertion, that his brother, the lute Amir-i-Kabir Bahudoor, 
was l^lly incapable of disposing of the Pagah grant by will. 

The Eesident accordingly requests that Nawab Shamsh-ul-Oomrah 
Bahadoor may be asked to state fully wliat those grounds are ; and that 
his representation on this point together with the views and opinion on 
it of His Highness’ Government may be forwarded to him (the Resident) 
for submission to the Government of India. 

As the Resident has already reteived to this subject in conversation 
with His Excellency the Minister when reading to him the despatch in 
(|uestion lust evening, it is unnecessary for him to offer further remark on 
it here beyond observing that he has as yet himself neither expressed nor 
formed an opinion as to the real merit of the respective claims of the 
Nawab Amir-i-Kabir Bahadoor and his nephews in this matter. 

(Sigd.) R. J. MEADE, 

Resident. 

As before stated, the above projK)Ked arrangement fell through ; 
Imt th(! titles of the honour were subsequently, against the protests 
of the Nawabs Motashim-ood-Dowlah and Basheer-ood-Dowlah, 
conferred on Nawab Rasbee-ood-Deen Khun, the Minister admitting 
that his right to them was quib^ unimpeachable. Early in 1878 
the Minister proposed a further arrangement with j’egard to the 
property, by which cei'tain talooks and other estates were to be hand- 
ed over to Nawab Rashee-ood-Deen Khun, and others were to be 
absolutely retained by the Nawabs Motasliim-ood-Dowlah and Basheer- 
ood-Dowlah. The Nawab Rashee-ood-Deen Khan agi’eed to the pro- 
posal at once, and he was informed, so also did his iiephews. But the 
latter, after lianding over in April 1878 Paiga talooks of the annual 
value of Rupees 1,46,000 and Jaghirs of the annual value of 
Rupees 54,000 and Rupees 500,000 in cash, (only a small part of the 
property to be handed over), refused to be bound any further by the 
terms of the arrangement they had entered into. The terms of this last 
agreement were, it may be mentioned, drawn up under the hand of the 
Minister, and placed upon record. The landed property ofRs. 2,00,000 
so handed over was, by mutual consent, settled upon Nawab Ikbal-ud- 
Dowlah, the yoimger son of Nawab Rashee-ood Deen Khan, and is at 
the present time in his possession. This was done as Nawab Khoor- 
shed Jah, his elder brotiier, was already provided for by Nawab Fa- 
koor-ood-Deen Khan as before stated. 

On the 4th September 1879 the Minister decided, after a careful 
and searching enquiryj that the Nawab Rashee-ood-Deen Khan was 
entitled to the talooks of Husnabad and Narrayen Khera, which had 
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been claimed by the Nawab Motashim-ood-Dowlah and Basheer-ood- 
Dowlah (see above) and on the 10th day of January 1880, Mahomed 
Shokoor handed over possession of these talooks to Nawab llashee-ood- 
Deen Khan. The Nawab Mohtashim-ood-Dowlah and Basheer-ood. 
Dowlah then on the 5th March 1880 signed and presented a memo- 
rial to Lord Lyttoii, the then Viceroy and Governor General of India 
in Council, praying that all the property that remained in Mahomed 
Shokoor’s charge, on the death of Nawab Raffee-ood-Deen Khan, should 
be handed over to them, and especially that orders be given that the 
talooks of Husnabad, Narrayon Khera, Kohloor &c. be forthwith 
handed over to the memorial if^ts. They presented a further memorial 
with reference to the same subject on the 8th February 1881. 

They claimed to be entitled to have possession of these properties 
on the following grounds : — 

(1). As heirs-at-law and adopted sons of the late Nawab 
Raffee-ood-Deen Khan. 

(2.) By virtue of certain Sanads, said to have been made by the 
late Nawab in favour of the two Nawabs in August 1871, 
and by virtue of a further Hibanamah or Deed of gift 
alleged to have been excuted by the late Nawab in fa- 
vour of the two Nawabs in 1872. 

3. B}' virtue of the will of the late Nawab Rafiee-ood-Deen Khan 

mentioned above. 

They virtually prayed thattheTalooks of Narrayen Khera, Husnabad 
and Kaloor, might be given to them or else that the property of the value 
of 2 lacs which under the amicable arrangement of 1878 had been 
handed over to the Nawab Rashee-ood-Deen Khan should be restored 
to them. 

On the 21st February 1881 the Nawab Mohtashim-ood-Dawlah 
died and the disputed property of which he was in possession at his death 
passed into the possession of the Hyderabad Government. His brother 
and heir-at-law Nawab Basheer-ood-Dowlah however put in a claim to 
the whole of it. Nawab Rashee-ood-Deen Khan, in October 1881, sub- 
mitted a lengthy statement in answer to all the claims of the Nawabs 
Mohtashim-ood-Dowlah and Basheer-ood-Dowlah, and he prayed that the 
Government of India would take it into consideration before deciding any- 
thing with reference to the memorial presented to them by his nephews. 
In that statement he satisfactorily combated and entirely refuted all the 
points raised by the memorialists, and he proved beyond all doubt his right 
to a great portion of the undivided property of his father Nawab Fakoor- 
ood-Deen Khan, and of the property of his brother Nawab Raffee-ood- 
Deen Khan. At the same time he proved the utter invalidity of the 
documents upon which the claims of the memorialists were based. 

The matters in dispute were refei-red by the British Government 
to the Minister Sir Salar Jung for his decision upon the conflicting claims, 
and the letter of Sir Stuart Bayley, the Resident, to the Minister, dated 
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the 15th September 1881 (in which he informs the Minister of the course 
taken by the Government and states his own views on the subject) is of 
importance. 

It is as follows. 

{Letter Jrom Besidmt to Minister.) 

Hydbkabad Rksidency, 
loth Septemher 1881. 

My deau Nawab, — I have the honor lierewith to forward a letter 
from the Government of India concerning the appeal of Nawab Bashir- 
ud-Dowlah in the matter of the Husniibad and Narainkhera taluks. 

2. Tlie letter, you will observe, is dated the 4th May, and was 
received by me at a time when I had commenced negotiations with Nawab 
Bashir-ud-Dowlah at the point where they were left uncompleted by 
Sir R. Meade, with a view to bringing about an amicable arrangement 
between the Nawab and his uncle, the Amir-i-Kabir. The Govern- 
ment of India f>ernutted me to keep the oi’der in abeyance in hopes of 
an amicable arrangement being come to, and you are aware that since 
the return of the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir, I have spared no pains to bring 
about a settlement. I have kept you fully informed of the various 
suggestions that have been made, and have now received an answer 
from Bashir-ud-Dowlah rejecting the final proposal which I made (after 
ascertaining that the Nawab Arair-i-Kabir would accept it) to the effect 
that the property of the late and present Amir-i-Kabir, being added 
together, Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah should receive one-third, the other 
two-thirds being secured to Nawab Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah 
after the death of their father. This proposal having been rejected in 
terms which leave no doubt on my [mind that no amicable arrangement 
can be effected by my efforts, it is cleai’ly useless for me to continue 
the negotiations any longer. It becomes my duty therefore at once to 
communicate to you the orders of the Government of India. 

3. You will see that*I am to ask you to refer, in considering the 
memorial of the younger Nawabs, to the arrangement between the 
parties come to in 1877, and to inform me whether you see any 
cause for so revising the orders of 1879 (regarding the taluks of 
Husnabad and Narainkhera) as to bring about some such amicable 
settlement as that on which the case rested in 1877. The Govern- 
ment express their opinion that if the claims of your colleague to 
represent the family are duly rec*)gnised by his nephew, he may be 
willing, out of consideration for the exjiressed iutentioji of his brother 
and the expectation legitimately founded by his [nephew on the 
settlement of 1877, to come to an understanding upon the matter now 
actually at issue ; but they add that the Government of India is very 
unlikely indeed to interfere with any conclusive decision that may 
be passed by you in consultation with the Resident. 

4. The Government of India, you will observe, still speak of 
the nephews in the plural, and make no allusion to the subsequent 
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complication of the dispute caused by the death of Nawab Mohta- 
shim-ud-Dowlah, and the claim of Bashir-ud-Dowlah to succeed to his 
property as well as to that demised to himself by his late uncle. 

5. The responsibility of settling this long pending^and most diffi- 
cult case is thus thrown on your Excellency, and the Government 
of India desire that you will decide it in communication with the 
Resident. We have frequently discussed every point in this most 
intricate case. It is of course still open to your Ex cellency to en- 
deavour to bring about an amicable settlement, and, should you 
succeed in doing so, you would, I think, be entitled to the gratitude 
both of the parties themselves and the Govern ment of India ; but 
should you have to give an authoritative deciBion, I venture, in order 
that 1 may not seem to shirk my share of the responsibility, to place 
before you my view of the principles which should be kept in sight 
in coming to a decision. 

6. Putting aside all questions of the validity or invalidity of the 
testamentary and other documents executed by the late Ainir-i-Kabir, 
1 consider that the Nawab, your colleague, is prmd /acie bound by 
the arrangement which he voluntarily proposed in 1877, viz., that his 
nephew should have the estates provided he was alio wed the titles of 
his deceased brother. Moreover, 1 may say, looking to the words 
in which the orders of the Government of India are communicated, 
that, in their opinion, this oS’er remains in principle unaffected by 
the decision of your Excellency’s Government as to the genuineness 
of the document under wai(!’a the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir claims the 
reversion of the taluks oi'Husnabad and Narainkhera. 

7. The Nawab himself has frequently allowed the general obligation 
under which his offer [)liu;e8 him, but urges several objections to its 
being now accepted as an accurate statement of his obligations. 

8. He urges that he had not seen the documents referred to, and 
was inaccurately informed of their scope. That as to Narainkhera 
and Husnabad, these two taluks were not mentioned or alluded to in 
the Will. He knew that the reversion of them was secured to him by 
H. H. the late Nizam, and he never intended his waiver to apply to 
these estates, which he did not suppose his brother had left away from 
him. Further, he urges that he consented to give up the estates on 
the understanding that his right to give them was undisputed ; but 
as his nephew persists in disputing it and in branding him publicly as 
a forger and usurper, he considers himself released from his obliga- 
tion under it. 

9. Finally, he urges that the agreement was a proposal merely, 
never formally executed, nor completely carried out, on either side. 
Had it been put into formal shape, it would have been clear that he 
only parted with a life interest in the taluks to his nephews, and that 
he never contemplated or would have agreed to one nephew succeed- 
ing to the estates held in this manner by the other to the entire 
overshadowing of his own family, and he objects therefore to Bashir- 
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ud-Dowlah acquiring the property demised to his deceased hvolht r 
Mohtashim-ud- Dowlah. It is not necessary that I should exi>lairi Imw 
much or how little weight I should be inclined to attach to each of 
these objections, especially, as in reference to Ilusnahad and Xarain- 
khera the Government of India consider the origfinal arrangement 
to be still binding ; but I venture to ask your Excellency’s special 
attention to the last objection, as the death of Nawab Mohtaslum-ud- 
Dowlah so far varies the state of affairs from what it was in 1877 as 
to make it necessary to consider whether the arrangement then pio- 
posed can fairly now be enforced in such a way as to entail cotise- 
quences not then contemplated, and to which, it may be assumed, the 
Nawab, if he had contemplated them, would have hesitated to assent. 

10. I have understood from your Excellency, and indeed from all 
the papers of the case, that these Pagah taluks which have been specially 
assigned by successive Nizams for the up-keep of their own [)ersonal 
or household troops are not like other estates, heritable, and alienate 
under the ordinary provisions of Mahomedan law, but are granted, 
tninsferred, or resumed at the sole will and pleasure of His Highne.ss, 
and that no transfer or alienation could ordinarily take place in a family 
closely allied with His Highness by marriage without tln^ consent, eitliei' 
express or implied, of the Nizam. 

11. If these estates were subject to tbe ordinary conditions of Ma- 
bomedan Law,! presume that Nawab Hushii ud- Dowlali, as the heir- 
at-law of his late brother, could properly lay claim to the; e.statc.s 
actually iu possession of the late Nawah MohtasViim-ud-Dowlah ; hut il' 
1 am right in supposing that, as grants specially assigned by tlie Nizam 
for personal service, they are withdrawn from the conditions operating 
under Mahomedan low in the case of private property, then a new con- 
sideration is imparted and a different set of principles comes into [dny. 

12. 1 would here refer also to the terms of the Will, by which tlu^ 
Pagah grants are clearly not nxsUjned as by one who lias power to 
assign them; but the words of the Nawab an; tlmt he thinks it desirable 
to suggest how they should be distributed, and ho]»es H. H. Nizam 
will be pleased to confirm the arrangement. Tlicse terms shew con- 
clusively tha.t there can be no leyal right in the case founded on the 
W ill by itself. The Nizam alone can create the legal right. 

13. In such circumstances your Excellency, as Minister acting for 
tbe minor Nizam, would, 1 conceive, have to be guided by the same con- 
siderations as would in your opinion guide Mis Highness if he were of 

»g«- » 

14. Looking to the avowed wishes of the late Amir-i-Kabir, tlie 
offer made by the present Amir-i-Kabir in 1 877, 'the exceptions now taken 
by him to the obligation imposed by that offer, the complications caused 
by the death of Nawab' Mohtashim-ud- Dowlah, the preponderating 
position which tbe addition of hi.s brothel's properly would give to 
Nawab Bashir-ud-Dow^h, the esteem in which the two branches of 
the family respectively have been held by successive Nizams — looking, 
to all these conditions, your Excellency would, I conceive, have to 
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place yourself as it were in the position of the reigning Nizam, and 
ask yourself on what principles and in what manner His High- 
uesss, if of age, would be likely to dispose of these taluks, and having 
to the best of your ability answered the question, guide yourself ac- 
cordingly, assuming of course that His Highness would act equitably 
and fairly, but not without regard to State policy. 

15. These are the principles on which it occurs to me a decision should 
be come to, and I submit them to your Excellency’s consideration mere- 
ly because the Government of India desire that the decision shall be come 
to in communication with the Resident, and because, as I am about to 
take three months’ leave of absence, it is desii^able that I should commu- 
nicate my views before I go. It is however on your Excellency that 
the power and responsibility of making the decision ultimately rest, and 
I claim for my views no final authority, but merely the reasonable con- 
sideration that I am sure you will gladly accord to them. 

16. Before closing this letter, there is one other point to which I-have 
to ask your Excellency’s attention. Under the orders of the Govern- 
ment of India contained in Mr. Thornton’s letter dated 12th Septem- 
Ijer 1877, any decision whicli you may come to, so far as it is based on 
the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir’s proposal of 1877, would apparently be bind- 
ing on the Nawab alone not on his sons. It was therein ordered that 
before such settlement could be luild binding on the Nawab’s lieirs, the 
Resident was carefully to ascertain and report the exact grounds ot the 
Nawab’s assertion tliat the late Amir-i-Kabir was legally incapable of 
disposing of the Pagah grants by Will. You are aware of the circum- 
stances whi«'li caused Sir R. Meade to abi-tain at the time from holding 
such an enquiry ; and if a settlement to which both parties agree could 
be brought about, 1 should still deprecate the institution of an inquiry 
which could at the best have only temporary results, as it is agreed on 
all sides that the reigning Nizam can at any time, of his own authority, 
resume or re-distribute these grants. 

17. But the Amir-i-Kabir on learning the rejection of his offer by 
his nephew, has written to me a letter, copy* of which is enclosed, 
asking now that the inquiry should be held. Such an enquiry, it is 
true, would have no efiect so far as getting rid of the agreement 
which he proposed in 1877, but it might prevent the agi'eement 
being binding on his sons, and in their interests ho demands it. I 
your Excellency can come to a decision which shall be acquiesced in 
by all parties, no inquiry would be necessary ; if your decision be 
objected to by the Nawab on behalf of his sons, it would be necessary 
to submit his application to the Government of India, in order to 
ascertain the wishes of the Viceroy in Council upon the question. 
Your decision would any way be valid and binding during the 
Nawab’s lifetime ; but the Government of India might still think 
an inquiry necessary in the interests of his sons unless indeed 

♦ 1 should explain that, subaequont to tho receipt of this letter, the Nawab ao rced at an inter- 
view I had with him to my proposal (mentioned in para. 3) for a compromise, tmt he stated dii«- 
tinctly that, if this proposal broke down, he desired ino to consider his application for the formal 
inquiry orif|fin®lly ordered by Lord Lytton s Government, 




ptace jourselfas it were in the position of the reigning Nimm, and 
ask yourself on what principles and in what manner His High- 
nesss, if of age, would be likely to dispose of these taluks, and having 
to the best of your ability answered the question, guide yourself ac- 
cordingly, assuming of course that His Highness would act equitably 
and fairly, but not without regard to State policy. 

1 5. These are the principles on which it occurs to me a decision should 
be come to, and I submit them to your Excellency’s consideration mere- 
ly because the Government of India desire that the decision shall be come 
to in communication with the Resident, and because, as I am about to 
take three months’ leave of absence, it is desirable that I should commu- 
nicate my views before I go. It is however on your Excellency that 
the power and responsibility of making the decision ultimately rest, and 
I claim for my views no final authority, but merely the reasonable con- 
sideration that I am sure you will gladly accord to them. 

16. Before closing this letter, there is one other point to which I*bave 
to ask your Excellency's attention. Under the orders of the Govern- 
ment of India contained in Mr. Thornton’s letter dated 1 2th Septem- 
ber 1877, any decision which you may come to, so far as it is based on 
the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir’s proposal of 1877, would apparently be bind- 
ing on the Nawab alone not on his sons. It was therein ordered that 
before such settlement could be held binding on the Nawab’s heirs, the 
Resident was carefully to ascertain and report the exact grounds of the 
Nawab’s assertion that the late Amir-i-Kabir was legally incapable of 
disposing of the Pagah grants by Will. You are aware of the circum- 
stances whicli caused Sir R. Meade to abstain at the time from holding 
such an enquiiy ; and if a settlement to which both parties agree could 
Ije brought about, I should still deprecate the institution of an inquiry 
which could at the best have only temporary results, as it is agreed on 
all sides that the reigning Nizam can at any time, of his own authority, 
resume or re-distribute these grants. 

17. But the Amir-i-Kabir on learning the rejection of his offer by 
his nephew, has written to me a letter, copy* of which is enclosed. 
Raking now that the inquiry should be . held. Such an enquiry, it is 
true, would have no effect so far as getting rid of the agreement 
which he proposed in 1877, but it might prevent the agreement 
liaing bind ing on his sons, and in their interests he demands it 1 
your Excellency can come to a decision which shall be acquiesced in 
by all parties, no inquiry would be necessary ; if your decision be 
objected to by the Nawab on behalf of his sons, it would be necessary 
to submit his application to the Government of India, in order to 
ascertain the wishes of the Viceroy in Council upon the question. 
Your decision would any way^« be valid and binding daring the 
Nawab’s lifetime ; but, the Government of India might still think 
an inquiry necessary iii the interests of his sons unless indeed 

• 1 ^ottid explain tiiat, anbwqoent to tlio receipt of this letter, the Nawab agreed at an inter- 
view I had pH>ito«d (mentioned in para. 3} for a compromiee, but he etated dbi- 

tincUy thal^ ^ dewred me to coneider hie application Ibr the fonnal 

iiqofay oiigiBany oideMd by I^rd bytton a Government. 
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JSis HigbnesB the Nizam should by that time, have undertaken the 
got^iHt&ment, in which case there could be no longer any object in 
holding the inquiry. Your decision should, therefore, I venture to 
suggest, be given in tertns, making it binding only during the lifetime . 
of the Amir-i-Kabir or till His Highness the Nizam is installed. I 
would observe here, in reference to the Nawab’s demand for a public 
investigatiou, that the inquiry contemplated by Lord Lytton’s Gov- 
ernment is mei’ely an informal inquiry by tiie Resident ; while the 
Nawab apparently contemplates nothing less than a judicial inquiry 
by a special tribunal, and looking to the enormous difficulties attend- 
ing such an inquiry from the impossibility of finding or constituting 
in the Hyderabad State a fit and proper tribunal in the existing state 
of affairs, and looking also to the expense and scandal which would 
be involved in such an inquiry, 1 should not be willing to recom- 
mend such a public investigation except as a last resource, in the 
event of the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir dying wh ile the reigning Nizam 
is still a minor. 

18. I shall be obliged if your Excellency will communicate the 
contents of his letter to the Nawab, your colleague, and the Nawab 
Bashir-ud-l)t)wlah. 


Believe me to be. 

Yours very sincerely, 
(Signed) S. C. BAYLEY. 


The principal parts of the above letter, attention to which is called, 
are : Firstly the statement in the 2nd paragraph that a compromise had 
been suggested, but that the negotiations had proved futile on account 
of the Nawab Basheer-ud-Dowlah rejecting the terms proposed. 
Secondly, the statement in the 9th paragraph that the Government of 
India considered the original arrangement of 1877, notwithstanding the 
Minister’s Decision as to the Talooks of Husnabad and Narrayen Khera 
to be still binding on the Nawab Bashee-ud-Deen Khan. 
Thirdly the assertion in the 16th paragraph that, uuder the orders 
of the Government of India, contained in Mr. Thornton’s letter, 
dated 12th September 1877 any decision that the Minister might 
come to so fai* as it was based on the Nawab (Rashee-ud-Deen 
Khan) Amir-i-Kabir’s proposal of 1877 would apparently be binding on 
the Nawab alone and not on his sous. Fourthly, the opinion and advice 
expressed in the 17th paragraph that the Minister’s decision would 
be valid and binding during the litetime of Nawab Rushee-ud-Deen 
Khan: but that the Government India might still think an inquiiy 
necessary in the interests of his sous, and that before the decision should 
be given in terms, making it binding only during the lifetime of the 
Nawab Rashee^ud-Deen Khan, mr until the H. H. the Nizam was in- 
stalled. And fifthly the statmnent by the Resident in the 17th para- 
graph fiiat he would not be willii^ to recommend a public investigation 
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except as a last resource in the event of the Nawi^b , Rasliee-ood-Deen 
Khan djdng, whilst the reigning Nizam was still a riiinor. 

The Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan died on the 11th December 1881, 
and his two sons Nawab Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ood-Dowlah in thA 
letters to the Resident, dated respectively the 20 th and 31st Decern 
1881, and the 3rd January 1882 (here in after referred to) asserted their 
claims to the properties in dispute. The former Nawab Khoorshed Jah 
also claimed to be entitled as elder son of Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan 
to have conferred upon him the titles of honour that had been held by 
the latter. The Nawab Basheer-ood-Dowlah also put in a claim to 
these titles. 

The Minister, by a memorandum, dated the 25th January 1882, 
published his decision on the matters in dispute. The Nawab Khoor- 
shed Jah was thereby declared entitled to bear the titles of honour 
borne by his deceased father Rashee-ud-Deen Khan. The property 
conferred upon Nawab Bashecr-ud-Dowlah by Nawab Raftee-ud-Deen 
Khan by alleged sanads together with all the property likewise con- 
ferred upon the late Nawab Mohtashirn-ud-Dowlalj were held of right 
to belong to Nawab Basheer-ud-Dowlah ; but, as certain Talooks of the 
]ate Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah had been already made over to the late 
Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khun by the amicable arrangement of 1877 
mentioned before and by Sir Salar Jung’s decision in Sept. 1879 
concerning Husnabad and Narayc'.n Khera mentioned before, it was decid- 
ed in tiie present matter that one-third of that property should be given 
to the Nawab Bashcer-ud-Dowlah and two-thirds to Nawabs Khoorshed 
Jah and Ekbal-ud-l.)owlali. This decision will be again referred to 
hereafter. 

The so called decision was in fact no decision at all but merely an 
arrangement as to the property almost exactly according to the terms 
of the proposed compromise mentioned in the 2nd para, of the letter of 
the Resident to the Mini.ster of the 15th September 1881, and conse- 
quently appeals against it were carried up by all the parties concerned 
to the Government of India. The Government, however, refused to 
modify the decision, though it will be noticed that in so far as it follows 
the previously -suggested arrangement, it is entirely contrary to the 
advice of the Resident, the death of Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan 
having completely altered the circumstances of the case. The titles of 
honour have recently been conferred on Nawab Khoorshed Jah, his 
close relationship to the last holder rendering him indisputably the 
rightful party to bear them. 

The family dispute as to who were entitled to the talooks, late in 
the possession of Nawab Rashee-ud-Deen Khan, and as to who were 
entitled to Mohtashim-ud- DotUh’s share therein, was thus finally 
settled by the Minister, and a short summary of his decision will be 
found on page 51 of this case, and marked A. A., a copy of the deci- 
sion itself being at page 65 of this case. 

From the facts before stated, it will be seen that Rashee-ud- 
Deen Khan, the late Amir-i-Kabir, died on the 11th December 1878. 
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We shall lieve to go back in time to a little before that date, in order 
to explain the further portion of the case, which may be divided into 
four ^rtions namely : 

I. Khoorshed Jah’s claims under the Ekranamah or agreement 
made between himself and bis brother. 

II. Khoorshed Jah’s claims under the Ministers decision. 

III. Khoorshed Jah’s claims under the Minister’s decisioh and 
the Ekramamah. 

IV. Khoorshed Jah’s other claims from his brother. 


1. Khoor^ed Jah's daims under the EkrartMtnah,. 

The late Amir-i-Kabir became ill in November 1881 and, aware 
that there was ilbfeeling between his elder son Khoorshed Jah and his 
younger son Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, he wished before his death to have things 
amicably settled between them. It has been the practice in the house 
of Shums-ul'Oomrah that the eldest son should have a preference right 
to a share of two annas in the rupee out of the family property before 
any division On a succession is made. Knowing this, the late Amir>i>Kahir 
informed Khoorshed Jah that he was willing to allow the latter a prior 
claim over the whole of his property of a one anna share. This Khoor- 
shed Jah refused as it was less than custom had recognised. The late 
Amir-i-Kabir then on the 29th November msidea Will, copies of whicti 
under seal he sent to H. H. the Nizam, H. E. the Minis or and 
the Resident. By his Will he impliedly professed a right to dis- 
pose of property that did not belong to him, as for instance of the 
talooks of Pertabpore, &c., which belonged to Khoorshed Jah. Khoor- 
shed Jah therefore on the November made a formal protest against 
the Will to H. H. the Nizam, the Minister, and the Resident, and 
refused to acknowledge it in any way. Shortly before the late Amirri- 
Kabir’s death, Ekbal-ud-Dowlah wrote to Klioorshed Jah letter a 
copy of which will be found at page 42 of this case and dated tlic 
29th day of November 1881. In this letter, it will be noticed, Ekbul-ud- 
Dowlah offers Khoorshed Jah a one anna share out of the whole of the 
property of their &ther prior to division of the rest of the property 
between the two. This was refused by Khoorshed Jah naturally. Ne- 
gotiations were still pending between the brothers when the father died, 
on the 11th December as stated before. 

The late Amir-i-Kabir at the time of his death w^as in possession of 
the following. — 

I. Property which he had inherited from his father Fakoor-ood- 
Deen Khan or which hi|||iad himself acquired during his life. 

II. Property which he held in trust or on behalf of his son 
Khoorshed Jah. This portion chiefly consisted of the 
talO(^A of Pm*tBbpore and Lohara and the Jaghir villages 
of Httlsooff Ac., given by Fakoor-ud-Deen Khan to 
r Khoorshed Jah and certain lands exchanged for Saya attached 

thereto. 
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III. Property belougiug to Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, being the 2 lacs of 
property handed over by the amicable arrangement ot 1877 
before referred to. 

After the death of their father, the late Amir-i-Kubir, Nawabs 
Khoorshed Jab and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, by arrangement, had a meeting 
and entered into an Ekrarnamah or agreement in writing as to how the 
property lately in the |>osBession of their father was to be divided. A copy 
of a translation of this Ekrarnamah will be found on page G4 of this 
ease; but, as the document is of much importance, it is introduced here also. 

The document is as follows : — 

Translation of an Agreement execvied between the Nawahs 
Khorshed Jah aud Ekbal-ud-Dowlah. 

Subsequent to the settlement deed drawn up by our father, we two 
brothers have mutually agreed as follows : — 

1. That the Talooks of Pertabpore and Lohara remain in the 
name of Khoorshed Jah. 

2. And the Talooks of Kulgeer, Kundalwari, Yelgemp, Valandi, 
Kullair and Mungulghee in the name of Ekbal-ud-Dowlah. 

3. The remaining Pagah Talooks and Jaghirs belonging to our 
father be divided as follows. — 

4. Taking the whole as represented by 15 annas. ' 

.5. From the above total Khoorshed Jah takes one anna three 

pic. 

6. The Ijalance, fourteen annas and nine jmc, be divided in twp 
shares equally betw<;(in us. 

(Signed.) KOORSHED JAH. 

„ EKBAL-UD DOWLAH. 


4th Suffer 1299 H. 

On the 20th December 1881, the brothers wrote a joint letter to Sir 
Stuart Bayley, the Besident, informing him of the agreement that they 
had come to ; a copy of this letter will be found at l»age 44 of this 
case ; and on the 22nd December Sir Stuart Bayley replied that he was 
exceedingly glad to hear that the estates had been settled to their 
mutual satis&ction. On the 31st December the two Nawabs sent a 
further letter to the Resident, putting in representative claims in res- 
pect ot their father’s claim to the property of the late Rashee-ud-Deen- 
Khan ; a copy ot this letter will be found at page 4b of this case. 

Nothing was done as to division of the late Amir-i-Kabir’s estate 
upon the terms of the Ekrarnamah for the 40 days of mourning after his 
death, and 5 days after that period, before anything could be done, 
the Minister Sir Salar Jung, on the 25th January 1882, issued his deci- 
sion upon the MemmialB and case submitted to him by the Government 
of India ; a copy of this decision as stated before will be found at page ({5 
of this case ; and a statement of the share of the property given to each 
claimant will be found in Statement A A. at page 51 of this ease 
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11. Ehoorshed Jah’s dcums under the Minister’s decision. 

The decision of the Minister caused a complete stay of proceed- 
ings as regards the division by iChoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah 
of their father’s property under the Ekramamah. This is explained in 
the following manner. 

When the decision came out Khoorshed Jah found that by it he 
was adjudged entitled to property of the yearly value of Rs. 1,85,330 
odd ; but as he happened to hold in his possession of the properties in 
dispute only the talook of Husnabad (valued at Rs. 1,32,000) he claim- 
ed from some one of the other two claimants, Bashir-ud-Dowlah or 
Ekbal-ud-Dowlah who each held part of the disputed property the 
balance found due to him of Rs. 53,330. As will be seen from a refer- 
ence to the copy of the Minister’s decision at page 65 of this case, the 
Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah was to receive property of the yearly Value 
of Rs. 8,33,000 ; that Nawab actually held property of the yearly 
value of Rs. 6,91,000, and the Hyderabad Government held the 
taluk of Koloor, valued at Rs. 30,000, which they made over to 
Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah in part satisfaction of his claim. The 
latter had therefore to receive a balanc e of Rs 1,12,000 from one 
or both of the brothers ; now the Minister in making out his accounts 
of the decision had specified the particular taluks, which formed 
the properties in dispute, and from which all claimants were to be 
satisfied. These taluks ( except such as were held by the Nawab 
Bashir-ud-Dowlah and the Hyderabad Government ns relerred to above) 
are specified in Statement A A at page 51 of this case which shows 
that all, except the taluk of Husnabad, which was held by NawabKhoor- 
shed Jah were in the possession of Nawab Ekbal-ud-I)owlah, and on 
reference to, and comparison with the Ekramamah at page of this 
case, it will be found that these very talooks were taken over by Ekbal- 
ud-Dowlah with all their responsibilities. 

Here we must digress for a little ; shortly after the Minister’s deci- 
sion had been promulgated, Ekbal-ud-Dowlah made ready to leave Hydera- 
bad to visit England, and he called upon the Nizam’s Government, to 
invest him with the title of V icar*ul-Oomrah, borne by his deceased 
father. This was opposed by Khoorshed Jsdi who urged that no titles 
should be conferred upon his brother, so long as the Ekramamah 
remained uncarried out and the property of their father was undistru- 
buted, and in fact until all matters were properly settled. Ekbal-ud- 
Dowlah then promised to carry out the terms of the Ekramamah 
strictly and to settle up everything as soon as he returned from 
England, if the titles were given him and on that promise being 
given Khocarshed Jah withdrew bis objections. The title of “ Vikar- 
ul-Oomrah” was then therefore conferred upon Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, and 
by that title we will refer to that Nawab hereafter in this case. The 
Nawab Vikar-ul-Oomrah set out to England early in March ; but 
before he did so both he and Khoorshed Jah sent up appeals to the 
Viceroy of India in Council against the Minister’s decision in the matter 
of the talooks. There will be no need to refer further to these appeals, 
as they were both ultimately rejected by the Government of India, and 
Sir Salar Jung’s decision was affirmed about April 1882. Khoorshed Jah 
obtained his titles of Shams-ul-Oonuuh Amir-i-Kabir on the Ist May 
1882. After Vikar-ul-Oomrah left for England, the Minister called upon 
Na^b Khporsh^ Jah to hand over a portion of the talook of Hus- 




17 


nabad (see above) to Nawab Basheer-ud-Dowlah. This Khoorshed Jah 
at first refused to do, as he alleged that instead of giving up any portion 
of properties in dispute, he was really entitled to receive from some one pro- 
perty of the yearly value of Rs. 53,330. Much correspondence and discus- 
sion took place between the Minister and Nawab BLhoorshed Jah as 
to the manner in which the decision was to be carried out, but no letter 
seems of importance, until the letter from Khoorshed Jah to 
Sir Salar Jung of the 11th May 1882, a copy of which is appended 
below. 

TRANSLATION 

Of a Persian Letter from the Nawab Khoorshed JahBahadoor, 
to His Excellency the Minister Sir Salar Jung, dated 22nd 
Jamadi-ul-sanee, 1299 Higree, (llth May 1882.) 

The list enclosed herewith shows the villages of the late Mahomed 
Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan, &c., that are divisible in shares. The total 
amount of talooks of the. deceased, &c., amounts to Ks. 8,34,343-12-9, 
of which Bashir-ud-Dowlah holds Rs. 3,43,409-7-0 and Nawab Vicar- 
ul-Oomrah holds Rs. 1,91,093-15-6. The talooks decided by the decree 
of His Excellency the Minister (Moolk Fysala) amount to Rs. 1,66,885- 
15-3, vk., Narain Ehera, which is in the possession of Nawab- Vicar-ul- 
Oomra, and Husnabad yielding a revenue of Rs. 1,32,954, wliich is in 
my possession. 

According to your decision of the 4th Rabee-ul-awal 1299 Higree, 
from the whole Paga property of the share of Mahomed Vazeer-ud- 
Deen Khan and of the “ Moosalaha ” (or compromise) talooks as also 
of Husnabad and Narain Khera, one-third share thereof has been de- 
cided to be given to me from the whole ; but only Hasnabad yielding 
a revenue of Rs. 1,32,954-7-6 is now in my possession. 

After seeing the list and the spirit of the decision made, I hope 
it may be executed accordingly. 

(Signed) KOORSHED JAH. 


To this Sir Salar Jung on the 14th May replied as follows; — 
TRANSLATION 

Of a Persian letter from His Excellency the Minister Sir Salar 
Jung, to Nawab Khoorshed Jah Bahadoor, dated 25th Jaraadi-ul-Akhir. 
1299 Higree, (14th May 1882). 

Your letter of the 22nd instant, in which a detailed list of the late 
Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan’s Talooks and villages has been inserted^ 
has been received. I have to state that in my opinion, if one of these 
two courses be adopted, it would be advisable, uw., that the whole of 
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Hasnabad/ revenue of which, according to your statement, is Bs. 

1.82.000 and odd, be handed over to Kawab Basbir-ud-Dowlah Baha- 
door, and Koloor, which is under attachment by Oovernmeut, and the 
revenue of which is Rs 30,100 and odd, be taken into your possession ; 
and, if this course be followed, a Talook, the revenue of which amounts 
to ten thousand Rupees, must be delivered to NawabBashir-ud-Dowlah 
Bahadoor ; and after the return of Nawab Vicar- ul-Oomrah Bahadoor, 
arrangements can be made, or by delivei'ing Hasnabad to the officials 
of Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah Bahadoor, taking from them out of the 
villages that were granted to him by NawabBashir-ud-Dowlah and the 
late Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deeu Khan, assignments to the extent of Bs. 

1.12.000 for Nawab Bashir-ud- Dowlah, and the settlement between 
yourself and Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah could be made most satisfactory 
after his return. 

The granting of the titles was conditional on the share ot the 
Talooks being given by you. In such case it is advisable that without 
delay either of the two courses be adopted, and I am certain of the 
approval of Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah. If this arrangement is approved 
by you, I am certain that llajah Narraindra Bahadoor will make any 
interchange in the villages, if necessary, with the greatest care. 

(Signed). SALAR JUNG. 


In consequence of the receipt of the above from Sir Salar Jung, 
Khoorshed Jah wrote to the Peshcar (who was then acting for Sir 
Salar Jung, during his temporary absence) as follows on the 22nd 
May. 


TRANSLATION 

Of a Persian letter from Nawab Khoorshed Jah Bahadoor, to 
Rajah Narraindra Bahadoor, Peshtiar, ‘dated 4th Ra,ijab, 1299 Hijree> 
<22nd May 1882.) 

A letter from His Excellency the Minister, dated t2ath Jamadi-ul- 
Akhir, relating to the delivery of Talooks of Rs. 1,12,000, with His 
Excellency’s opinion on the subject, has been received by me. I beg to 
state that, although the opinion of His Excellency is good, it does not 
affect my case, because, according to the decision, a third of the share from 
the late Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan’s Paga Talooks and the com- 
promised Talooks, and Husnabad and Narrain Khera, is decreed to me. 
But that third share has not been fully received by me, as my letter of 
the 22nd Jamadi-ul-Akhir with the statement of account must have 
apprised His Excellency the Minister; so kindly recover from whoever 
may hold a larger share of the Talooks, and complete my share by a 
proper adjustment of accounts. 


(Signed). KHOORSHED JAH. 
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Nothing further appears to have been done by any one for some 
days, and shoiHily after Khoorshed Jah went on tour to Delhi and 
otl^r places, and when at Jeypore, he received the following telegram 
from Sir Salar Jung, dated the 9th J une. 

Copy of a Telegram. 

To 

Jeypoue, 

To 

Nawab Shumsool Oomrah 

Khoorshed Jah Baha- 

DOOR, 

£!n route to Delhi. 

Thanks for telegram from Jeypore. My decision does not decide 
your share and your brother’s, which must • be determined by your 
father’s Will, and the amicable arrangement come to between you two 
on his death. The talooks received by your father from your cousins 
by’ amicable settlement together with Husnabad and Narain Kbera 
are in your and your brother’s possession ; you must, therefore, know 
your respective shares better than I can tell you. Bashir^ud-Dowlah is 
decreed by decision eight lacs thirty-three thousand. The estates in his 
possession, including his brother’s estates under Government custody, 
are six lacs niuety-one thousand, and adding Koloor seven lacs twenty- 
one thousand, he ought, therefore, to receive one lac twelve thous- 
and more from the property in your and your brother’s possession. 
You forget that he not only has to get one-third of his late brother’s 
Paga talooks, but also all his own sharj of Husnabad Narain Kbera 
and the property made over to your father by amicable arrangement in 
1877. Your best course therefore is to give up Husnabad, If Vicar- 
ul-Oomrah is not willing to exchange, Husnabad will be made over to 
Bashir-nd-Dowlah and Koloor to ycu on y our undertaking to make good 
ten thousand Rupees to Bashir-ud-Dowlah on Vicar-ul-Oomrah’.. return, 
and pay ten thousand Rupees cash to Bashir-ud-Doulah yearly, in the 
mean time, to complete his share. If you are not willing to arrange affairs 
in this manner, I would advise you to return immediately to Hyderabad 
and settle matters in person. But I hope you will prefer the former al- 
ternative, and thus be enable to linisb your zearat and also fulfil your 
promise to me about the carrying out of the decision. Particulars 
by Post. 

(Signed.) SYED HOSSAIN, 

Private Secretary to His Excellency 
Sir Salar Juny, G. C.SJ. 


Hyderabad, 

9th June 1882. 


From 

Htdrabad, 

From 

Salar Juno. 
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And the following letter bearing the same date was also received 
by Khoorshed Jah in due course. 

TRANSLATION of a Pentian letter from. His Excellemy Hie Minister 
Sir Salar Jung, to Nawab Koorsked Jah Bakadoor dated the 22nd! 

Rajjab 1299 Hijree (9<A June 1882.) 

Two letters of yours, one addressed to Raja Narraindra Bahadoor 
of the 4th Rajjab and other addressed to me, dated the 12th Instant, and 
the telegram from Jey pore have been received. From the contents of 
both the letters and the telegi*am, it appears that you consider a third 
share from the late Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan’s Paga has to be receiv- 
ed by you, and, therefore, would wish to be informed what that share 
consists of. 

2. Although in the decision it has been explained, still I again 
make you acquainted with the fact that the decision made by me establish- 
es neither your share nor Nawab A’icar-ul-Umra’s share. The settle- 
ment of l)oth these shares rests on the Will of your late father, and 
the papers connected with it, la^sides you and your brother amicably 
arranged matters between yourselves, and notified it in writing to the 
Resident. As tlie division of the entii*e assignment by compromise 
and by the judgment of Husuaba*! and Narain Khera, which was 
received by your late fatlier from the late Motliasham-ud-Dowlali and 
Bashir-ud-Dowlali Bahadoors is included in this division, and these 
assignments are in your and your brother's possession. These assign- 
ments being in your possession and the revenues Ijtiing well known to 
you, making enqumes again as to wliat is your share in the transac- 
tion causes very great suriirise. My decision only establishes the 
share of Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlali, the total amount of which is 
Rs. 8,33,000. in which tlie Paga assignments belonging to hiTn 
and the assignments of the late Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan, which 
is under the surpervision of the Government. These together amount 
to B.8. G,9l,000 an<I the talook of Koloor, which is attached by 
Ghivenment, the revenue of which is Rs. 30,000, the total sum 
amounts to Rs. 7,21,000, thus rendition of assignments, which are in 
your and your brother’s pososssion, amounting to Rs, 1,12,000, must 
be made to complete it. 

3. Perhaps, you consider that Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah has only 
to receive a third share of the late Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan’s 
assignments and these assignments of the late Nawab Vazeer-ud-deen 
Khan which is under Government supervision are more than the third 
share of what he is to receive. But you do not take into consideration 
that your late father received by compromise and by the judgment of 
Husnabad and Narain Khera from Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah ; the whole 
of fdiat is to be returned under this decision from the assignments of the 
late Nawab Vazeer-ud-Deen Khan which was under the supervision of 
Government to the same Nawab. The remainder of the estetes held by 
yourself and your brother must be made over. I have enclosed papers 
explanatory by which you will fully understand it. 
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4. Under any circumstauces, the making over the Guzasht of 
Huanabad by you is necessaay. You must give that to Nawab Bashir- 
ud-Dowla Bahadoor, or to Nawab Vicar-ul-Umrah Bahadoo. Should 
Nawab Vicar-ul-Umrali Bahadoor agree to it, in such (jase, the propor- 
tionate share according to assignments in your possession, and according 
to tie Will of your father, which will possibly be a little less than 
two-thirds, which must necessarily be given up, assignments to that 
extent proportionately be assigned to Nawab Vicai-ul-Umrah Bahadoor 
arranging with him to receive in lieu of the same and proportionately 
his share completing it by delivering it to Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah. 
There is no doubt whatever in such case you will have to give up the 
talook of Husnabad to Nawab Vicar-ul-Umrah Baliadoor, and if the 
said Bahadoor does not agree to give his proportional share and the 
matter requires an official enquiry, under those circumstamces the 
Talook of Hasnabud must be delivered up without hesitation to Nawab 
Bashir-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor. 

5. By perusal of the above paragraphs it would be observed that 
under any circumstances the Guzasht of Husnabtul must be forthcom- 
ing. You have promised to execute the decision in twenty days ; 
then you were aware that Nawul» Vicar-ul-Umrah was not here present, 
and besides Husnabad there are no assignments m your possession 
from the comjn’omised talooks, &c., tlius on what foundation was the 
promise mad(^ except delivering up Husnalxid ? Such promise from 
such a high personage like yourself ainnot Ix! without some foundation. 
On the rcmpt of this if tlje (jiu/.tt.sht of Husnabad is forwarded to 
me, I willtelegrapli to Nawab Vicar-ul-Umnih Bahadoor that 1 havereceiv- 
cd the Guzasht of Husnabad, and tmquire if he is agreeable to take it 
in his possession, and assign other talooks from his possession to the 
amount of Rs. 1 ,32,000 instead, so that assignments for Rs. 1,12,000 will 
be granted to Naw'ab Bushir-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor, and the remainder 
assigned to you. Should Nawab Vicar-ul-Urni’ah Bahadoor disagi’ee, 
then Husnabad will be delivered over to Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah 
Bahadoor, and the talook of Koloor, which is under attachment, if you 
will promise that immediately on the return*of Nawab Vicar-ul-Umrah 
Bahadoor other assignments amounting to Rs. 10,000 will l)e made, then 
the said talook will be given in your possession, and until the final 
settlement, you must pay yearly Rupees ten thousand in cash to 
Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah so that it will compleb* his share of the 
decision. 

6. Even if it is accepted that Naw'ab Viair-ul-Umrah Bahadoor 
will assign hie share proportionately, then you will only have to pay 
from forty to fifty thousand rupees for a year only. Moreover, if you 
are not satisfied with the facts and delivery order for Husnabad is delayed, 
I must state that your immediate return is very necessary, in order that 
the execution of the decision be not further delayed. I hope that after 
the perusal of the contents of this letter you will forward the Guzasht 
of Husnabad without hesitation by which the advantages and felicity to 
be gained by the pilgrimage may not be frustrated and the settlement of 
decision be not delave<l. 

(Signed). SALARJUNG. 
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From the above, it will be seen that the Minister decided that 
Bashir-ud'Dowlah’s balance so to speak, of Bs. 1,12,000 was to be 
made up by both brothers proportionally, according to tlie amount of 
property they were given under their deceased father’s will. This was 
only a mode devised by the Minister of settling the properties to be 
given up by each brother, and bears no further importance on 
this case, as the Will was practically set aside by the brothers. 
And it will be seen that although the Minister was well 
aware of the manner in which tbe Ekrarnamah had divided the 
estate of the late Amir-i-Kabir between the brother’s and that the Will 
was thereby set aside, he virtually put that arrangement on one side 
altogether, and treated the matter just as if the agreement had never been 
made. This is all the more astonishing, as in his letters he referred to the 
Ekrarnamah as arranging all matters amicably between the brothers. 
He was very careful to point out that his decision only established the 
share of Nawab Bashir-ud- Dow lah, as he foi’esaw that difficulties must 
arise between the two brothers on account of tbe distribution of the pro- 
perty, and he was anxious not to help them in the slightest in their 
aiFairs. In short, it was to Sir Sular Jung’s advantage that the strong 
house of Shams-ul-Oomrah should be divided against itself, and therefore 
he did every thing in his power to effect this end. The proportions in 
which the late Amir-i-Kabir divided his property between his two sons 
and upon which the Minister bases his proportions of property to be 
handed over by them to Bashir-ud- Dowlah will be found in Statement 
F. F. at page 56 of this case. 

In the meanwhile and while Khoorshed Jah Avas being pressed to hand 
over property in his possession to Bashir-ud-D^wlah a telegram 
dated the 3rd June 1882, arrives fromVikar-ul-Oomrah in England to 
Mr. Eduljee of Secunderabad, who acted as agent for Ekbal-ud-Dowlah 
at Hyderabad to the following effect. — 


Post Office Tdegmphs. 
Thro : Cook and Son. 


From To 

ViCAR-OOL-OoMBAH EorUBE. 

1 Cadogan Square 

^rd June 1882. 


Tell Ameer and Committee written Ministers. Stay all action 
Nephew caee till return. 
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And later still a letter was written to Sir Salar Jung by Vikar-ul- 
Oomrah, dated the 16th June, of which the following is a copy. — 


Sir Salar Juno. 


London, 

1, Cadogan Square, 
16<A. June, 1882. 


My dear Nawab Saheb, 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your two letters, dated respect- 
ively the 29th of April and the 14th May, giving covers the former to a 
copy of a communication being the purport of a telegram from the 
Foreign Office on the subject of my appeal and the latter a copy of a 
despatch from the Foreign Office confirmatory of the telegram. 

The appeal as you are aware was forwarded to the Government in 
accordance with the instructions given in the last para of your decision. 
But as apparently the Government of India have declined even to con- 
sider the grounds on which that appeal was made, and as there are facts 
and points not embraced and which that decision does not deal with, but 
which deeply concerns the interests of my family, I am compelled to state 
that I must continue to decline to accept the decision as final, but con- 
sider it my duty to press for other discussion, 1 am accordingly under the 
necessity of requesting you to sUiy all action until my return to Hydera- 
bad. 

Believe me, 

Yours sincerely, 

(Sigd.) VICAR-UL-OOMRAH. 


Khoorshed Jah was now Ixjing pressed very hard both by the Re- 
sident, then Mr. Jones, and the Minister to give up a portion of Husna- 
bad to Bashir-ud-Dowlah ; but it will be unnecessary to refer to any fur- 
ther correspondence, until a letter from Mr. Jones to Khoorshed Jah of 
the 15th October 1882, a copy is set out below. 

Bolarum, Ihth October 1882. 

From 


W, B. Jones, Esq., 

Resident at the Court of 


Hyderabad. 

Nawab Shums-ul-Uura Amir-i-Ksbir. 

Khoorshed Jau Bahadoor. 

Mr Drar Nawab, 

Heaving received from His Excellency the Nawab Mookhtar-ul- 
Mulk a copy of your letter to him, dated 12th current, I am much con- 
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cerned to find that, althougli the term of 15 days has expired, you 
have made no arrangement for complying with the order of His High- 
ness’ Government ; you do not even say that you have settled with 
yeur brother the proportion in which you will both be responsible in 
the matter of the decision, and this although I begged you very earnestly 
(as I did him also) to settle this point very quickly, and whatever 
happened not to let this decision become a subject of contention bet- 
ween you and the Nawab Vicar-ul-Umra Bahadoor. 

2. I further gather from the letter, that you put forward, letters 
written to me, as a reason for not complying with the order of His 
Highness’ Government. After what 1 wrote and said before, after the 
communication which I made to Mr. Palmer on the 27th ultimo, and 
after Major Trevor’s communication with you the other day at Bola- 
rum, I cannot admit that you were entitled to do this, but lest you should 
be under any misapprehension as to the view which I take of the ob- 
jection which you have put forward, I would state for your information 
as follows: — 

3. The essence of the decision is to be found in the sentence 
which begins “ The Paga talooks with the exception, Ac.” This 
is the essential and operative part of it, and by this sentence the 
Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah was declared entitled to receive “ in 
specie” the whole of the land.s that were Ixiqueathed to him by his uncle 
and also one-third of the lands left to his brother. 

4. But it was known to His Highness’ Government that to carry 
out the decision to the letter would be very troublesome and inconvenient. 
It therefore in the decision contemplated the possibility that talooks 
other than those specifically left to him and his brother, might be assign- 
ed to the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah. It therefore proceeded to estimate 
the money value of the property which would go to the Nawab, placing 
it at Ks. 8,33,000. This mone}-^ estimate may also be regarded as the 
figured expression of the essential part of the decision. Civil Judges 
after awarding immoveable property often calculate'in money the effect 
of their award. 

5. You will see from the preceding paragraphs that when you 
wrote your long letter of the 26th September, you misunderstood the 
scope of the argument which I suggested to Mr. Palmer. I did not say 
that theNawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah was to get exactly the specific lands 
assigned to him and one-third of those assigned to his brother. His 
Highness’ Government has never gone so far as this, nor have I. What 
I said was that this was the essence and spirit of the decision to be depart- 
ed fi'om, only when and so far as departure might be necessarily con- 
venient, L e., in making good to the Nawab lands not in his possession. 
It could not be either necessary or convenient to depart from the plain 
intention of the decision in the case of talooks already in the Nawab’s 
possession. 

6. You have evidently fallen into the mistake of regarding the 
8,33,000 as an integral sum, whereas it is merely the sum of the estimated 
value of talooks, some of which were, and some of which were not in the 
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Nawab’s hand. Had the 8,83,000 been an integral aum, then, if you could | 

have shown that the value of the talooks in the Nawab’a possession was j 

gi'eater than the estimate, you would have been entitled to urge that the ! 

decree had been satisfied up to the value of such talooks, and that you | 

had only to make good the diflference between such value and 8,33,000 ; 
but as this amount (8,33,000> was not an integral sum, but merely the 
supposed aggregate of what had been awarded to the Nawab, you are not 
entitled to take this position. 

7. When making his award, His Excellency the Minister had 
two courses open to him. 

First . — He might have made an estimate of the value of the whole 
of the Paga lands, and dividing them into two parts have said, that lands 
equal to a certain proportion of the total should belong to the Nawab 
Bashir-ud-Dowlah, and the other part to you and your brother. 

Second . — He might have said that certain lands should (irrespective 
of the total value of the Paga) go to the Nawab. Had he taken the 
first course, your contention would have been a good one, but he did 
nothing of the kind. He adopted the second course, and the effect and 
purport of his award was — 

(а) to confirm to the Nawab eleven out of the Talooks left to him 
by his uncle, and already in his possession and supposed to be worth 
Rs. 2,43,619. 

(б) to'declare him entitled to receive the remaining talooks left to 


him by his uncle, viz 




Rs. 

Mungalgher; 

. . . 

• . . 

• • « 

23,032 

Kotgier... 

• • • 

• •• 

^ • 

52,794 

Husnabad 

... 

. . . 

» « • 

... 1,32,954 


2,08,780 


or if it were inconvenient, to restore them in specie their equivalent.— 

(c) to declare him entitled to receive further one-third of the 
talooks left by his uncle to his brother and held as follows : — 

By the Nawab himself eleven talooks, value ... Rs 3,02,684 

By the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah Kundalwari 51,051 
Narrain Khera ... ... ... ... ... 1,66,88.5 

Rs. 2,17,936 


8. Now with respect to (A) you are, as 1 have explained, quite out 
of Court. 

With respect to (B) if you are dissatisfied with the valuation, you 
have only to hand over the Talooks in specie. The Nawab will be 
delighted to get them. With respect to (O) 1 have to remark that 
undervaluation, supposing for argument’s sake that it exists, can be 
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urged by you as important, only because by not giving up the Talocks, 
referred to at (B) you make it neceaaary that these TaXooks should remain 
mth the Nawah. If you and your brother had handed over (B), the 
Nawab would have l)eeu glad to surrender all the ( 0 ) Talooks in his 
possession to His Highness’ Government to be with those held by 
Nawab Vicai’-ul-Ootnrah, divided. If such division were made, it would 
not matter whether the Talooks had been undervalued or not. 

9. Having now explained to you what the real nature of the deci- 
sion was, and having shown that under it you have no possible ground 
of objection with regard to the (A) Talooks, that if you have any with 
regard to the (B) Talooks you have only to give them up, and that 
your objection with regard to the ( 0 ) Talooks is rendered possible only 
by your own action in retaining ( B). 

I go on, though it is not necessary that I should do so, for my 
argument is complete, to state why I regard your objection about un- 
dervaluation as undeserving of serious attention. I do this with but 
slight hope that I shall convince you, for you do not appear to me to 
take a calm and impartial view of the matter. My object rather is to 
show you that 1 at all events am convinced that your objections are 
groundless, and that 1 have not faded, befoj-e intimating to His High- 
ness’ Government, that my full support will be given in this matter to 
weigh and consider all that you have put forward. 

10. 1 remark then — 

First. — That in alleging undervaluation that you appear to have 
regard to the revenues of the present year ; whereas the figures emplov- 
ed in the decision are those of 1285. There is nothing unfair in this ; 
it affects all alike, and it would have been impossible for His Highness’ 
Government to have ascertained the values of to-day without immense 
trouble and delay. 

Second. — 'fhat it is almost impossible that you should have any 
reliable information regarding Talooks which are not in your possession. 

You are depending on information which, I imagine, has been obtain- 
ed surreptitiously by your subordinates ; 1 am not inclined to attach 
weight to this. 

Third. — If you were allowed to show that some of the Talooks in 
the possession of the Nawab are undervalued, it would be necessary to 
.allow him to show' that others are overvalued (as may well be the case), 
and also that the Talooks (B) of paragraph 7 and those of the (O) 
Talooks which are in your brother s possession are overvalued. 

Fourth. — I cannot fail to be impressed by the reasons given by 
His Excellency the Minister (in his letter of the 4th February 1882,) 
for accepting the figures. 

Fifth. — Lastly, I observe that the charge of undervaluation applies 
only to the ( 0 ) Talooks ; and that, as the Nawab will only benefit to the 
extent of one-third of such undervaluation, it is almost impossible that 
it should be of much importance. 
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The fact is that it would be difficult to test the figures of the prc" 
sent year, and almost impossible to test those of 1285 ; and that an 
enquiry, if made, would be quite as likely to injure you as the Nawab, 
but I must repeat that all tWs part of my letter is written simply from 
a desire to satisfy you ; so far as argument goes it might be omitted 
altogether. 

11. I have to add that I can attach no importance to the pleas 
that you were not consulted about the decision, and did not understand 
the accounta The decision was a very simple one that the Nawab 
should get his own land and one-third of his brother’s. The accounts 
were a quite subsidiary matter, and your not having at first understood 
them would no more affect the case, than a failure on the part of a 
Judgment-debtor to understand a Civil decree would affect that. 

12. I have now said my last word in the matter, and conclude 
this letter by inviting your attention again to my letter of the 30th of 
August, and by stating that much as 1 shall regret to countenance any 
proceedings that will be derogatory to your high position in the State, 
1 shall not fail to lend my entire support to His Highness’ Govern- 
ment in enforcing the immediate fulfilment of the decision. I am not 
the Judge in this matter, and perhaps ought not to have written as I 
have, but have been anxious to show you that I shall not be supporting 
a course of action, of which I privately disapprove, but aiding in carry- 
ing out what I regard as the clear purport and intent of a decision 
which His Highness’ Government and the Government of India have 
both affirmed. 

Believe me. 

Yours very sincerely, 

(Signed) W. B. JONES. 

To this letter Klioorshed Jah replied stating his objections, but 
handing over under protest a delivery order for Rs. 30,698-0-0 from the 
talook of Lohara, a property which was his own by right, come to him 
as stated before in this case from his grandfather Fakeer-ud-Deen Khan. 
This was refused by the Resident in his letter dated the 2nd November, 
a, copy of wbicii is set out below. 

The R-esidenct, 

Hyderabad, 2nd November 1882. 

From 

W. B. JONES, Esq., 

Resident at the Court of 

Hyderabad. 

To 

Nawab Shums-ud-Umrah Amie-i-Kabir, 

Khoorshed Jah Bahadoor. 

My dear Nawab, 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 30th ultimo, 
together with a delivery order for lands, valued at Rs. 30,698, situated 
in the Lohara Talook. 
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2. In my former letter I remarked that I had said my last word 
in this matter, and you must therefore pardon me if I do not reply to 
what you urge in your letter. 

You can, of course, appeal again to His Excellency the Viceroy 
if so advised, but 1 scarcely think that you would be consulting your 
own interests or dignity if you were to do so ; and I may inform you 
that the matter being now practically ended, I propose myself to sub- 
mit a report on the proceedings taken subsequent to the decision for 
the information of the Government of India, and that in doing so, I 
shall forward the letters which I have received from you. 

3. I have now to inform you that, as you and your brother have 
failed notwithstanding my earnest exhortations in this behalf to settle 
the proportions in which you would propose to make up the sum of 
1,12,000, it has become necessary for His Highness’ Government to 
determine this proportion, or at all events to make a summary, and as 
far as may be, equitable determination for the purposes of the decision. 

4. The execution of the decision has now been delayed for a very 
long time, and His Highness’ Government cannot be e.\pected to permit 
another as long delay while you and your brother are settling points of 
difference. All it can do is to demand from each that proportion which 
pt'ima facie he ought to contribute. Acting on this principle. His Ex- 
cellency the Minister has informed the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah, and 
will now inform you, that you will each have to contribute in tlie pro- 
j)ortion in which you inherited Paga and Jaghir lands at your father’s 
death. You will thus have to contribute lands valued at Rs. fj4,968. 
This arrangement will, His Excellency remarks, have this merit about 
it that it will not disturb the relative position of you and your brother. 

5. I cannot accept the mode ofc alculation which you have adopted. 
When your father died, he had many Talooks to dispose of. In res- 
pect of some of these the Mawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah had claims ; in 
respect of some he had not ; and the fact that your father in the dis- 
tribution lie made gave your brother more of the former and fewer of 
the latter, and to you more of the latter and fewer of the former does 
not, on an equitable view of the case, justify your proposal that each 
should contribute according to the amount of the former which fell to 
him. The effect of your proposal is to upset your fathers Will ; whereas 
the course which His Excellency the Minister proposes to adopt (and 
he is an Executor under the Will, maintains the Will intact ; and on this 
ground 1 have assented to it. 

6. Ycu will now, I trust, see the necessity of sending immediately 
to His. Highness’ Government a delivery order for lands to the value 
above mentioned. His Excellency the Minister has allowed you and 
the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah a very long time in the hope that you 
might settle matters among yourselves. This hope having been dis- 
ap£»ointed, all excuse for further delay has disappeared. 

I am, 

Yours veiy sincerely, 

W. B. JONES. 
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To this letter Khoorshed Jah replied on the 6th November sending 
under protest a further delivery order of Rs. 30,270, also out of the Lo- 
hara talook. Then the Resident wrote to Khoorshed Jah on the 7th 
November 1882, informing Khoorshed Jah that the delivery orders on 
Lohara were worthless, as that tolook was not of the specified talooks 
mentioned by the Minister in his aeccounts, and Khoorshed Jah was 
therefore obliged to hand over a delivery order for Rs. 64,968, on Hus- 
nabad talook, the only talook of those in dispute that he held, and this 
delivery order was accepted. 

Nawab Vikar-ul-Oomrah had in the meantime, in September, ar- 
rived in India on his returning from England, and he also in due course, 
in accordance with the request of the Minister and the Resident, handed 
over for Bashir-ud-Dowlah to the Minister a delivery order for 
lands amounting to Rs. 48,000 from the lands in dispute held by him. 
The properties handed ovt r, by to Bushir-ud-Dowl.ih in this tran- 
saction were the talook of Munghnlghi and Bhauderwara, the 7 sayer / 
villages of HusnahadjimLNarrayeukhera. 

So, at this stage, the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah received in full 
his share of the talooks in (iispute, in accordance with the Minister’s 
decision, and a reference to statement B.B. at page 52 of this case will 
show how the property now was divided. 

It may be here remarked that the Bhandarwara villages handed 
over by Vikar-ool-Oomrah are Saya appurtenances of the talooks of Hus- 
nabad and .Narrayenkhera. The talooks of Hu.snab td and Narrayen- 
khera and Bliandarwara were on the death of the late Amir-i-Kabir 
held by bis Private Secretary and Talookdar, Mr. Shapoorjee, and the 
talook of Husnabad, with the proportionate part of Bhandarwara were 
delivered over to Khoorshed Jah, and the remainder of Bhandarwara 
and the talook of Narayen Khera to Vikar-ul-Oomrah after the late 
Amir-i-Kabir’s death. Subsequently. Mr. Shapoorjee wu.s put in re- 
possession by Khoorshed Jah of the portion of Bhandarwara that 
related to Husnabad, being property of the value of about 
Rs. 3,926 to hold for him. When Vikar-ul-Oomrah was delivering 
over to Bashir-ud-Dowlab the property assigned him by the Minister, 
he asked Mr. Shapoorjee to make him over the portion of Bhandarwara 
he held for Khoorshed Jah to complete the right iunount to be d li- 
vered over without breaking into other talooks, and Vicar-ul- 
Oomrah promised to make over subsequently other villages to 
Khoorshed Jah in exchange. Mr. Shapoorjee did this, and the vil- 
lages which really belonged to Khoorshed Jah were handed over 
by Vicar-ul-Oorarab to Bashir-ud-DowIah. No villages have been 
made over in exchange by Yicar-ul-Oomrah ; but in the Statement 
of account B B at page 52 Khoorshed Jah is stated to bold 
Rs. 68,954 odd, which really includes the above sum of Rs. 3,926 as if 
he was still in possession. This matter will if necessary bo explained 
by Mr. Shapoorjee ; but it is not anticipated that Vicar-ul-Oomrah will 
at all deny the facts above stated, or that there are due from him to 
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Khoorshed Jah apart from the present matters villages of the yeairly 
value mentioned above. 

From statement B B at page 52 of this case, it will be seen 
that by virtue of the Minister’s decision Khoorshed Jah is now entitled 
to receive Rs. 1,16,870 from Vicar-ul-Oomrah. This of course is the 
argument of Khoorshed J ah. 

The Minister in his letter has as before stated been very careful 
to state that he only decides what liashir-ud-Dowlah is to receive, 
and he has nothing to do with the decision of the remainder of the 
property between the two brothers, who might come to what settlement 
they might please in the matter. Attention is here drawn to the transla- 
tion of the decision which appears on page (i f, of this case. All the 

Minister decides is that 2-3rds of the property referred to by him are to 
go to Khoorshed Jah and Vikar-ul-Oomrah. Impliedly they are to hold 
this property jointly ; but whether in that manner or in different divided 
shares is not directly stated, and in his accounts the Minister does not 
convey any explanation on this point. See 8tateniei\t OG at page 58 
of this case. If they are joint tenants, then each will be entitled to an 
undivided share of Bs. 1 ,85,:i;50 odd. Now, Khoorshed Jah as before 
stated now oidv holds Ks. 68,000 odd of the disputed talooks. 
An undivided half share of this he is prepared to make over to 
his brother, if he will make over in return an undivided share of 
Ks. J,16,000 odd in the other properties referred toby the Minister 
which his brother holds. If they are each entitled to a divided share 
of Rs. 1,85,333 odd, then comes the question, how is Khoorshed Jah 
to be paid the amount of the share which is due to him. 

It has been stated before, that the Mini.ster had specified certain 
talooks from which the whole of the claimants on the disputed pro- 
perty wei'e to be paid off. These are set out in Statement AA 
at page 51 (d this case. It will be noticed tliat, with the exception 
of Husnabud, the whole of these talooks are in the possession of Nawab 
Vikar-ul-Oomrah. 

This being so, the talooks from whicli Khoorshed Jah is to be paid 
his claims ofRs. 1,8.5,330 odd are obviously llusnahail and the other 
specified talooks in his brother’s possession, the account being made 
out as in Statement BB .at [)age of this case, from which it 

will be seen that Khoorshed Jali will have to receive Rs. 1,16,376 from 
his brother Yicar-ul-Oorarah. 

This is the direct result of the Minister's decision. Now, let us see 
how it is effected by the Ekrarnamah. 

III. Khoorshed dah’s dmvis under the Minister's decision and the 
Ekrarnamah. 

As mentioned before, the Kkrarnamah states that certain specified 
property is to go to both brothers, and the remainder of the Jaghirs, &c., 
of their father is to be divided between the brothers in certain pro- 
portions. 
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Now, it has been shown, that the properties which the Minister has 
by his decision held liable to contribute to pay the shares of the claim- 
ants are, with the exception of Husnabad and Narrayen Khera, taken 
over by Vikar-ul-Oomrah by the Ekrarnamah with all their responsibili- 
ties. 

Neither Husnabad nor Narrayen Khera it will be noticed are speci- 
fied at all. 

On the the face of the agreement thei*e is no guarantee for quiet 
enjoyment of the specified talooks on one side or on the other, and prima 
fade Khoorshed Jah will be entitled to obtain his Ks. 1,85,330 out of 
the specified talooks taken over by Vikar-ool-Oomrah, and out of 
Husnabad and Narrayen Khera. It may here be remarked that as 
Husnabad and Narrayen Khera are not specifically named in the Ekrar- 
namah, they come under the 3rd clause, and are divided in the relation 
of 9 J-annas to 6|. 

The Statement of account will be therefore as follows : — 

Khoorshed Jab’s 94 annas i ^ . 

of Husnabad is f 

t 

Do. of Narrayen Khera „ 96,479 


Total Ks. 1,73,724 


and accordingly, Vicar-ul-Oomrah’s share in the same talooks will be 
Rs. 1,26,115. This must be handed over to Khoorshed Jah in respect 
of his claim of its. 1,85,330 on the disputed properties, and the balance 
of Rs. 59,21.5 will have to be paid by Vicar-ul-Oomrah out of the other 
specified properties which are in his possession. If, however, there is 
an implied guarantee under the agreement from Khoorshed Jah to 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah for quiet possession of the latter’s specified proper- 
ties, then the balance claimed above ot Rs. 59,215, will have to be 
given up. Khoorshed Jah has a further equitable claim in respect of com- 
pensation from Vicar-ul-Oomrah in the following respect. The Minis- 
ter directed that to make up the total Rs. 1,12,000 due to Bashir-ud- 
Dowlah, the brothers should pay up in certain proportions regulated 
by reference to their father’s Will. Now it is clear that this was 
an unjust manner of settling the properties, which should have 
been made out on the estimate of the amount of disputed talooks 
in each brother’s possession. Of these Khoorshed Jah held Rs. 
1,32,955 and Vicar-ul-Oomrah the balance, viz., Rs. 4,11,986, and 
therefore according to calculation Vicar-ul-Oomrah should have handed 
over Rs. 84,670, and Khoorshed Jah only his proportionate share of 
Rs. 27,330. As a matter of fact however Khoorshed Jah was called upon 
and obliged to pay (which he cid under protest) Rs. 64,000, and there- 
fore he is entitled to be credited in his accounts with his brother 
with Rs. 36,670 paid in excess. 
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It is therefore clear from the above that under the Minister’s 
decision and the Ekrsmamah, Khoorshed Jah is entitled to recover from 
Vikar-til-Oomrah. 


His share of Motashim-ud'Dowlah's ) 
estate ... / 

Plus the equitable oompensation 
above alluded to j 


Bm. 1,85,330 or, hs stated above, Rs. 1,26,115. 
36,670 36,670. 


Rs. 2,23,000 or Bs. 1,62,785 

According to Statements FF and CC at pages 50 and of this 
case, Khoorshed Jah also obtained Rs. 3,24,821 under clause 1 of the 
Ekramamah ami Rs. 3,02,267 under clauses 3 and 5 and therefore his 
total share of property under the Ekramamah and the Minister’s de- 
cision should l)e as follows : — 


(1) Share of Motashim-ud-Dowlahs 1 . , , „aA i, 1 t> 1 ac 1 1 r 

> Hs. 1,85,330 or, as stated above, Ba 1,26,115 



Excess paid away for Bashir- ) 
ud-Dowlah at demaud of| 
Minister ) 

^16,670. 

36,670 

(3) 

Lohara and Purtabpore by 




Clause L oE ES kraruamoli. 


3,24,821 

(4) 

Share iu remainder of father's *1 
property according to clause V 
of Ekramamah ... ... ) 

3,02,267. 

3,02,267. 


Total Ka 8,46,088 or Bs. 7,90,083 


While Vikar-ul-Oomrah’s share, taking the same calculations 
will be either Rs. 3,58,667 or Rs. 4,12,882. 

Vikar-ool-Oomrah will probably object to items (1) and (2). 
The objection (2) is sufl&ciently obvious tofreiider explanation unneces- 
sary ; but a few words as to (1) would be advisable. 

The objection may be put in this way : that he has already paid 
to Bushir-ud-Dowlah at the demand of the Minister Rs. 48,000 out 
of disputed talooks, and therefore that that sum ought to be deducted 
from Husnabad and Narrayen Khera in preferance to being deducted 
from talooks, which by the Ekramamah have been conctMled specially to 
him. Notice that this objection can only be raised, subject to the pre- 
liminary point being allowed, that the specification of the talooks in 
the Ekramamah was an implied guarantee. Presuming then that this 
is so, Vikar-ul-Oomrah will contend that only Rs. 78,115 of pro- 
perty should be handed over by him to Khoorshed Jah in respect of 
his share of Motashim-ud-Dowlah’s estate. On the face of it this 
appears to be good contention ; but if this be allowed, then item 
(2) should certainly pass to Khoorshed Jah’s credit without impeach- 
ment, as it has been paid under protest in respect of property which, 
by the arrangement beween the brothers, Khoorshed Jah has conceded 
to his brother, and therefore should be borne by Vikar-ul-Oomrah. 

Having brought matters to this position, it will merely be neces- 
sary to state now what Khoorshed Jah is actually to receive from his 
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brother in respect of the Minister’s decision and the Ekrarnamah. 

Khoorshed Jah holds (see Statement D.D. at page 54 .) 

Part of Husnabad Hs. 68,953 

Lohara and Purtabpore ... ... ... ... „ 3,24,821 

Part of remainder of father’s property ... ... 2,64,746 

Total Rs. 6,38,521 

Therefore, he is entitled to i-eceive (in reference to the calcula- 
tion on page 32 above) either Rs. 2,10,567 or Rs. 1,51,562. If item 
(2) is disallowed then he should receive Rs. 1,73,897 or Rs. 1,14,892. 
And if item (1) is reduced to Rs. 78,115 as stated above, he should 
receive Rs. 1,03,352 ; or, if by any means item (2) should also be dis- 
allowed Rs. 66,682 should be made over to him by Vikar-ul-Oomrah 
on this matter. 

IV, Klmorsihed Jah's otJutr cktinus. 

There are some minor claims of Khoorshed Jah which may be 
dismissed with a few further observations. They are. — 

1. Claim for mesne profits. 

2. Distribution and .settlement of the house property in the 
City of Hyderabad. 

3. Claim in re.spoct of mother’s Jaghirs of Dowlatpure. 

4. Claim for Bunderwara in respect of his share of Husnabad 
and Narrayen Khera. 


1. Clu/inb f&i' meme profits. 

These are claimed in i-espect of all property awarded to Khoorshed 
Jah, except the Sayer villajes of Rhanderwaia since the date of the 
Ekrarnamah. NTothing further need be said on this point. 

2. Dtstributioii and Settlement of house praperty in Hyderabad. 

The late Amir-i-Kabir by his Will divided certain house pro- 
perty in the city beet ween his two sons by reference to a map which 
remained in the possession of Vikar-ool-Oomrah. The portions settled 
upon Khoorshed Jah is colored ; that settled ui)on Vikar-ool- 
Oomrah ;and that settled upon both jointly is colored . 

The joint property was settled on the condition that either could 
buy the other brother out if he paid him half value. Khoorshed Jah 
rather doubts the genuineness of this settlement by his late father, as the 
property which his father purports to give to him is in portion bis own 
property which he paid for himself. The plan was in Vikar-ool-Oomrah’s 
possession for some time after his father’s d eath, and the late Nawab’s 
seals are only on the edge, and do not define the property in any way. 
The Will also states, with reference to this division of property, that it 
was intended that the brothers were to retain such portions of their father's 
property as they were in possession of at the time of their father’s death* 
The “ Surdmahal ” which is coloured as belonging to Vikar-ul- 
Oomrah was never in his possession. Consequently the Will and the 
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plau do not tally, and Koorshed Jah clamis a joint estate in that house, 
and on his father’s death, he took possession of it. 

3. Claim in respect of Mother's Jaghir of Dowlatpore. 

By Mahomedan law a widower cannot, it is urged, dispose of the 
private property of his deceased wife when she has left children who 
are living. The late Amir-i-Kabir gave this property away wrongfully 
to the wife of Vikar-ul-Oomrah. Khoorshed Jah, as a son, claims 
a share in this property. At the time the Ekrarnamah was made, 
Khoorshed Jah considered that this property passed with the re- 
mainder of his fathers Jaghirs under clause 3, and it was not for some 
time afterwards that 7ikar-ul-Oomrah put forward his claim to the 
whole on behalf of his wife. See the letters on this subject on 
pages 46 and 47 of this case. 

4. Claim in respect oj part of Bhunderwara in resped, of his 
share of Husnahad and Narrayen Khera. 

This claim is due to the transaction mentioned here before on page 
•29. Mr. Shapoorjee handed over to Vikar-ul-Oomrah certain villages, 
which he held in trust for Khoorshed Jah, to suit the convenience 
of Vikar-ul-Oomrah in paying off his proportion of the share of Ba- 
shir-ud-Dowlah under the Minister’s decision. Vikar-ul-Oomrah promis- 
ed Mr. Shapoorjee to hand over other villages in exchange ; but he has 
not done this fit. Khoorshed Jah has already given credit for the vil- 
lages as they prov e part of the Rs. 68,000 which he states to be now in 
his possession. It is not anticipated that any objection will be made to 
this claim. ____________ 

Annexed to this case (pages do to '.'4 ) are the proceedings 

that took place before Mr. Trevor, who was originally appointed ar- 
bitrator on the differences between Khoorshed Jah and his brother. 
The proceedings wore really abortive, as before anything could be done 
Mr. Trevor retired from India. The Government of India have ap- 
pointed Mr. Ridsdalo, Chief Commissioner of the Berars, to go into 
these matters and settle all the disputes^ between the Nawabs. 




Translation of a Sanad with tlie Seal of Fatha Jung, Commanded' 
iu-Chief and faithful friend of His Highness the Nizam Ali Khan 
Bahadoor, Nizamud Dowlah Nizain-ool-Moolk Ausif Jah Fithvee of 
I’audshiii Ghauzee Sooliinan Ikhtihar Shah-i-Aluin Bahadoor. 

Dated 2^th Suj^er 11W8 Hijri, 

It is lioreby written to the Daisiuooklis, I laispandees, Mukad- 
diiins and other Rayets of tlie Pui*gunah ol Ousa Circar of Kaudair 
Sooba of Mahomed Abiid Bedar. 

'riiat the villages of Lohara, *.V:c., lealiziug a revenue of 
Rs. 2,3.5050-5-0 which were in possesgion of Mahomed Fukroodeen 
Khan have been now conferred to Shumshool-Moolk Bahadoor from 
the beginning of the year 1193 Fuslce to meet the expenses of Paigah. 

It is therefon^ directed that ail should yield an implicit obedience 
t(» the Nail) appointed liy the said Bahadoor, and pay at the proper 
time the revenue due, and ac( in accordance with the Sanad which 
will be sent as usual hereaftej'. 




Translation of a Sanad with the Seal of Fathe Jung, Commander. 
in-Chief and faithful friend of Meer Nizam- Ali-Khan Baliadoor, Nizam- 
ud-Dowlah, Nizam-ul-MouIk, Ausif Jali. Kithvee of I’adsha Goza 
Soliman, Ikthidar Shah Alum Bahadoor. 

.Dated 29th Siiffer, 1198 Hijri. 

It is written to Daislunooks Daispandees, Mokuddunis, Putales, 
subjects and cultivators of the Purganah of Purtuapore Circar, of 
Kalian in the Soobah of Mohomed Alibad Bedar. 

The whole sum of one lacli eighteen thousand three luaidred and 
sixty-two Rupees and fifteen and three-tpiarter anna income of the said 
Purganali more or less being income of the villages of Jandun Moongly 
which were in the possession of Mahomed Fukroodeen Khan are now 
given to Fidwi Bonazeei' Slnmisliool Moolk Bahadoor to meet the 
expense of the Pagah from the beginning of the year 119l> Fusli. 

It is therefore directed that all should yield an implicit obedience 
to the Naib appointed by the said Bahadoor, andj »ay at the proper time 
the revenue due, and act in accordance witli the Sanad, whicli ivill be 
«ent as usual hereafter. 


7o 





Translation of a Sanad with the Seal of Abdool Khire Khan Baha- 
door Taigh Jung Shumshood Dowlah Shumshool Moolkh Shurashool 
Oomrah. the faithful servant of His Highness the late Nizani-ool-Moolk 
Asif Jah. 

Doled 'iind Raheeoolatval, 1263 Hijri. 

It is Ixjreby written to all the Daisniooks, Daispandees, Kanoon- 
goes Sir Despaiidies, Mookhuddunis, Putwareos and other Kayets of the 
Purganah of Bhalkee ( "ircar and Soobah of Mahomed Abad Beder. 

That the total sum ol its. an income of the village of 

Hulsoi'e, which was one of my own Jaghirs has. from the commence- 
ment of the year 125G Fulsoe, beejj (ionferred as Jaghir in the name 
of Mahomed Moheyeddin Khan Bahadoor, alias Shibbee Saheb, Son 
of Mohomed Rasheeood-Doen Klian Baliadoor, Tktidar-ud-Bowlah 
Iktidar-ool-Moolk Bahadoor, exoni]»ting liiiu from payment of Chouth 
&c., so tliat the same may eon tin ue in the name of the said Bahadoor 
and his male descendants without regard to their number, &c. 

It is therefore directed that all should yield an implitjit obedience 
h) the Naib appointed by the said Bahadooi-, and pay iit the proper 
time the revenue that may become due. 




Sanad with the Seal of Abdool Khair Khau Bahndoor 'I'aigb Jung 
Sumshood Dowlah Shumshool-Moolk Shuinshool Ooinrn, Fithvee of 
His Highness the Nizamool-Moolk Ausif Jah. 

Doted C)th JitimuliooMni. 1274 Hirji. 

It is hereby written to all the Daishmooklis, Daispaiuiees, Ka- 
noongoes, Sir Despandles, Mukaduuis, Putwaroes and othei' Rayets 
of the Taluq of Lohara Parganah of Ousa in the Oircar of Nandaii’ 
tSooba of Mohamod A bod Beder. 

That the said Talook realizing a revenue of Ks. 1,72^.802-13-0 in- 
cluding the sum of Rs. 76,783-4-3 on account of M owl Sanir, Callalee 
Mhotareefa &c., after deducting the usual .-xpenses of .Seebmidee 
Sauder Sukdaree, lioosoomdaran and Vonmiyadaran, &c., as parti- 
cularized below, which was given to me as .Tagheer by ‘“Goofran 
Maub ” His Highness the Nizam All Khan, has now been conferred 
in the name of Mohamed Moheyeddin Khan Taigh Jung Khoorsheed- 
ool Dowlah Bahadoor from thel)egining of the year 1267 Fusli, ac(!ord 
iiig to 27th Zilhej ” 1273 Hijri to meet the expenses of Troops, 
•SoAvars, Risalah and other expenses of the Paigah, &c . attached to 
the said Bahadoor so that the same may continue in the names 
ol the said Bahadoor and his male descendants. 

It is therefore directed that all should yield an implicit obedience 
to the Naibs appointed by the Saib Baliadoor and pay at tin; propel’ 
time the revenue that may become due. 

121 Villages ... 


• • • 


• • • 


... Tls. l,72,8«2.13-0 
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Translation of a Sanad with the seal of Abdonl Khire Khan Baha- 
door, ^’aigh Jung Shunishnd Dowlu Sliuinshul Moolk Slminshnl Oomrah 
Fithvec Kizain-ul-Moolk Asif Jah. 

Doted 5th Jamtuhumanee. 1274 Hijvi. 

It is written in the iianics of Dainhinooks, ]')eHhi)andie8, Sir Desh- 
[tandics, Kanoongoc^s, MoctidduniK. I'litels, hubjeets and cidtivators 
of the Pargunali «»i' I’urtabpore in tin; (’ircar of Kalian 8ooba of 
Mohained Abad Beder Mohala (h’rcar I’aigah. 

The whole income of the said Purgunah of Rs. 5)1,598 annas 7f 
including tlie sum of Rs. 79,409 annas 11;{, income of Mowl, Sayer, 
Abkarree, Mohthurfa, Surtliarukthee Bang ami Baugath of Khawn, 
{^houth, &e., after deduction of expense of Subundec Sador Shak- 
daree Roossooindai’an Yauineadars and \"illage Sawder, &c., given by 
• tooiran Maub has been granted from the beginning of 1226 Fusli 
according to 27th Zilhej 127;i Hijvi in the name cf Bhurkhurdar 
Sawdutmund Akhbalnishan Mohomed Moheaddeen Khan, Taig Jung 
Klioorslieed-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor, Thool Oomrah, and his male descen- 
dants for the monthly pay of his own J amayath and Sowars of Rissalla 
and the expenditure of the T’aigali. 

It is tliereforc direelcJ that, all sliould yield an imjdicit obedience 
t.o tlic \ail) api)oint.cd by (be said Khoorshcd-ud-l)owlah and pay at 
the projKU' time the revenue tine, and act in accordance witli tlu' Sanad 
which will be sent a,s usind liercai’ter 


10 0 
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Translation of a Sanad with the Seal of Aboo-ul Khire Khan, 
Taigh Jung Shumsood Dowlah Shumsool Moolk Shumshool Oomrah, 
the faithful servant of His Highness, the late Nizam-ool-Moolk Ash' 
Jah. 

Dated il9th Rnheeoosmncc, 1278 Hirji. 

Ifc is hereby written to all the present and future Naibs, Dais 
mookhs, Daispandees, Kanoongoes, Sir Despandais, Mukkadums, 
Putwarees, and other Rayets of the Parganah of Balkee Circar and 
Soobab of Mobamed A bad Beder. 

That the village oljy chore realizing a I'cvenue of rupees 926-2>3> 
which was my own Jaghir, has from the commencement of the year 
1271 Fusli, been conferred as Jaghir in the name of Mohamed 
Fyzoodeen Khan Bahadoor, son of Mohamed Mohodeydin Khan 
Bahadoor, Taigh Jung Khoorshedool Moolk, Khoorsheed-ool Oomrah 
exempting him from Choutb, &c., so that it may continue in the names 
of the said Mohomed Fizoodoon Khan Bahadoor and bis descendants 
male and female without regard to their number, &c. 

It is therefore directed that all should yield an implicit obedience 
to the Naib appointed by the said Bahadoor, and pay at the proper 
time the revenue that may became due. 


4 
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Translation of a Sanad witli the Seal of Nawah Aboo-ul Khire Khan 
llahadoor, Taigh Jung Shnmshood Dowlah Shuraahool Onmrah faithful 
scrv'ant of H. H. the Nizumool-Moolk Ausif Jah. 


Dated Shaban 1279. 


It is hereby written to all the DaisniookliK, Daispandees, Ka- 
iioongoos, Sir Dcspaudias, Rlokuddums, J’utwarees and other Rayets, 
itc., of the Vurganali of Blialkeo Oirear and Soobah of Mahomed Abad 
Beder, that the total sum of Rupcu's 6,528-8-0 lieing an income of 
the. village of Khat Bond, &c., as specifiod below, which were, in my 
own possession, lias from the commencement of 1272 Fuslee been con- 
ierred on the name ol’ Mahomeil Moheyeddin Klian Bahadoor alias 
Shibbee Sahib Taigh .lung Khoorsheed-ud Dowlah, Khoorsheed-ool- 
Moolk Khoorsheed-ool-Oomra Khoorslieil .Tah, son ofMohomed Ru- 
shoedooddeen Khan Bahadoor, Bahadoor .Jung Iktidar-ud-Dowlah, 
Iktidar-ul-Moolk Bahadur by exemjiting him from payment of 
(Uiouth, so that the saim; may continue in the name of the said Khoor- 
sheed .Jah Bahadoor and his sons and descendants without regard to 
their number, ttc. 


It is therefore direclfd that, all should hencid’orth yield an impli- 
cit obedience to the Nailt appoink'd by the said Klioorshed .Tah Baha- 
dur, and pay at the proper time the revenue that may become due. 

Village of Khat Bond realizing a revenue of Ils. 2,0.52-12-0 


Village ol‘ Darnee realizint 


fe 

a revenue 


of Bs. 0,075-12-0 


Total lleveaue Hs. 6,528-8-0 


1 c 




t Bent you a verbal message through Ambadass regarding 
an amicable settlement. In reply he informed me and that which 
I understand is that you desire that the talooks given to you by our 
grand-father and those received by me after the death of our uncle 
should respectively remain in our possession as received by us, and 
from the talooks of our father, 9 annas be your and 7 annas my share 
and the jagheers, &ca., be equally divided. 

I would have agreed to this proposal, but uousidering that the 
talooks of Lohara and Purtabpur yield two lacs of rupees more than 
the talooks in my name, 1 beg and solicit and trust it will meet you 
approval, and propose that from the entire income of the talooks you 
receive one anna more, i e.. that considering the whole 16 annas, one 
anna be first deducted for you. and the remaining 15 annas be equally 
divided between us, and the personal moveable and immoveable 
property we divide equally. And about the kotitee house, we determine 
to carry out the proposal made through Shapooijee. 

7th Mohurrum 1299. 

From Ekbal-ud-Dowla To Khoobshid Jah. 
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From To * 

Nawab Khorsrid Jah, BkBAL'ITD'DoWLAH. 

After oomplimentB. 

Be it known that in your urzee (petition) dated the 7th Mohur- 
rum 1299, regarding the distribution of theTaza Taluq, Jaghirs, &c., 
you mention that you have written in accordance with the verbal 
message conveyed by Shapuijee. I state in reply that what you have 
written is not in accordance to what was said to Shapurjee. Moreover, 
as you express your sense to my position of seniority, you may rest 
assured that nothing will go wrong between us. 
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Hyderabad^ 20th December 1881 . 

My dear Sir Stuart Baylxy, 

We avail ourselves of the first opportunity, which our bereave- 
meut offers to inform you of the arrangement of our affairs. 

The Paga and family estates have been divided between us to our 
mutual satisfaction ; the titles of Shuius-ul-Oumrah and A.rnir-i-Kabir 
which by right of inheritance belong to TChoorshad Jah, we mutually 
agree shall be held by him. 

The Co- Regency of the Hyderabad State, which was held by our 
late father as head of the house of Shums-ul-Oomrah in pursuance of 
the policy of the British Government, as kid down in their despatch 
of the 22nd March 1869, we both solicit that if it meets with the 
approval of H. E. the Governor (ieneral, will be pleased to confer 
on Khoorshed Jah, who is now the heat! of the house of Shums-ul- 
Umrah Amir-i- Kabir of the Hyderabad State. 

We have been (mjoined by the Will of our late father to lay claim 
to the entire Shums-ul-Oomrah’s Family and Paga estates nowin the 
possession of Basheer-ud-Dowlah and those, lately in the possession 
()f Mohtashim-ud Dowlah deceased, about which wt( will hereafter 
address you. 

Yours very sincerely, 

(Sigd.) KHOORSHED JAH, 

„ EKBAL-UD-DOWLAH. 
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SIR STUART C. BAYLEY. K.C.S.L 

Mt dear Sir Stuart Batley, 

In continuation of our letter of the 20th instant, in which we in* 
formed you that we had been enjoined by the Will of our late father to 
recover the entire Shums-ul-Oomrah’s Family and Paga estates now in 
the possession of Basher-ud*Dowlah and those lately in the possession of 
Mohtashim-ud-Dowlal) deceased, and about which we would hereafter 
address you, we now beg to state 

2. That with a view of meeting the wishes of the British Govern- 
ment, who, we are informed, are desirous t1 at the discord which has 
been connected with this property, since the death of Uindut-ul-Moolk, 
should cease, we are prepared to allow Basheer-ud-Dowlah, to enjoy 
for life the property he now holds, as well as one-third of that left by the 
late Mohtoshira-ud-Dowlah, exclusive of tha “ Jehannumah” on his en- 
tering into an undertaking that, as he is permitted to do so by our free will 
and favour, it shall revert to us and to our successors, 

3. You are aware that tlij right voluntarily given by our late 
father to Basheer-ud-Dowlah to enjoy certain of the revenues of our 
family, ceased with our late father’s death. 

4. By granting to Basheei’-ud-Dowlah the above conce-ision, we 
deprive ourselves of the annual income of about six and a half lacs of 
Rupees, and personalty amounting to an enormous sum only with a view 
of meeting the wishes of the British Government that this dissention 
should cease, and that Ifawab Khoorshcd Jah may be able to devote him- 
self to the service of H. H. the Nizam by assisting in the administration 
of this State with an undisturbed mind. 

5. If Basheer-ud-Dowlah refuses our sacrifice on the above con- 
ditions, we trust that the Government of India will no longer hesitate 
to take steps to enforce our rights and tliose of our children by acting 
in accordance with the evidence in their possession of these rights. 

6. In conclusion, we beg that the Government will no longer 
delay in ratifying our arrangement relating to the Titles of the Family 
which was made in our letter of the 20th instaiit. 

“KHOORSHED JAH.” 

“ EKBAL-OOD-DOWLAH.” 


31>12 81 . 
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From Kboosshid Jah To Ekbal-vd^Dowlah. 

Yesterday Ambadass brought for my inspection the deed of 
gift of Dowlatpore to Dhoolum Shahzadee Begum ; never before this 
was I informed of the same. 1 therefore request you will send for 
my inspection all papers, &c., connected with any gift of landed 
property, Jaghirs, houses, &c., signed and sealed by our late father 
that you may be possessed with, that after learning the nature I may 
communicate my acquiescence or otherwise. The production of one 
paper at a time will cause discussion, and this should be prevented. 

12th Suffer 1,299. 

(Sigd.) KHOORSHED JAH. 
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Fboh, 


£xbaii*cd>Dowlah 

To Khoorshed Jah. 

Our late father’s papers which you have received from him ex- 
plained all grants, deeds of gifts, &c., between us. The deed of gilts 
of Dowlatpore was not with me, neither did I deem it necessary to send 
it for your inspection. It was at Shapooijee's asking that he wished to 
show it to you that the deed of grant was sent for your inspection ; 
besides you never called for them before this. 


4th January 1883. 


(Sd.) EKBAL-UD-DOWLAH. 
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Translation of a Sanad with the Seal of Alxiool Khire Khan J ’aha- 
door, Taigh Jung Shiims-ood-Dowlali, Shums-ool-Moolk Shums-ool- 
Oomra by the faithful servant of the late Nizaiii-ool-Moolk Asif Jah. 

Dated 24th Raheeoosanee, 1278 Hijri. 

It is hereby written to the present and future Naibs, Daisniooks 
Daispandecs, Kauoougoes, Sir Despanditis, Mookiiddinns, Putwarees, 
and other cultivators oftlu! Puj’ganah of Hlialkt*** In the Circar and 
Sooba. of Mohomed Abad Beder : 

That the village ofCheingal (Jlianda of the said Purganah realizing 
an amount of Rs. 2325- lo-9 which was in iny own possession has been 
given to Zeeiiatoon Nisaka Kamun " Mahal Khoord ” or the 2nd wife 
of Mohained Moheyeddeen Khun r>ahad(K)r, Taigh .lung Koorshed-ool- 
Moolk Koorslieed-ool-Ooinra from the luiinmencement of 1271 Fusli 
exempting her from puynumt of ( 'liouth, &e.. so that the above men- 
tioned .laghir may contimn^ in tlie names of the said Zcenatoonnissa 
Kamun and her descrendants, male and female, without regard to their 
number, &c. 

It is therefore directed that all sliould fi’om henceforth yield an 
implicit obedience to the Naib or Deputy appointed by the said Baha- 
door, the husband of Zcenatoonnissa Kamun, aiul pay at the pi’oper time 
the revenue that may become due. 
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l^ranslation of a Sanad with the Seal of Ahdool Khire Khan 
Bahadour Taigh Jung Shumsood Dowlah Shumsool Moolk Shuinsool 
Oomra, the faithful servant of his His Highness the late Ni>sam-ooI- 
Moolk Auaif Jah. 


Dated 2ith Raheeoossati/ee, 1278 Hinj. 

It is hereby wrriteii to the pi'esent and future Naibs, Daiemookhs, 
Daispandees, Kanoongoes, Sir Despandias, Mokuddntns, Putwarees 
and other Rayets of the Parganali of Bhalkee ( /ircar and Soobah of 
Mahomed Abad Beder. 

That the village of Luiij warn, &c., as specified below realizing 
revenue of rupees 1,082-10-6, which are my own Jaghirs, have from 
the commencement of the year 1 271 Fusli, been conferred as Jaghirs 
in the name of Doordana Begum Saliebzadei'O, or daughter of Mohomed 
Moheyedin Khan Bahadoor Taigh Jung Khoorshed-vwl-Moolk Khoor 
sheed-ool Oomrah exempting her from payment of (vhonth &c., so that 
it may cotitinue in the nanm of the said Begum, and her descendants. 

It is therefore directed that all should yield an implict obedience 
to the Naib appointed by the said Begum and pay at the proper time 
the revenue that may become due. 

Village of Lanjwara, realizing a revenue of Rupees 959-9-6 

Village of Churkhal, realizing a revenue of „ 123-1-0 

Total Revenue, Rupees 1,082*1 0-6 


4 0 
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Trauslation of a Sauad with the Seal of Abdool Rhire Khan Baha- 
door, Taigh J ung Shumsood Dowlah Bahadoor Taigh Jung Shumshool- 
Dowlah Shumaool Moolk Shumsool Oomrah the faithful servant of H. 
H. the late izam-oul'Moolk Asif Jah. 

Dated iAth ftaheeooaanee, 1278 Hijri. 

It is hereby written to all the present and futuie Naibs, Daisraook^‘. 
Daispandees, Kanoongoes, Sir Despandias, Makuddums, Putwarees 
and other Eayets of the Purganah of Bhalkee Circar and Soobah of 
Mohamed Abad Beder. 

That tlie village of Sangown of the said Purganah realizing a reve- 
nue of Be. 4,165-8-3 being my own Jaghir. 1 have from the commence- 
ment of 1271 Fusli conferred it as Jaghir in the name of Doolhuoi 
Shahzadee, Begum Mahal or wife of Malioiued Moheyeddin Khan 
Bahadoor, Khoorshed-ool- Oomrah exempting her from payment of 
Chouth, &c., so that it may continue in the names of the said Begum 
and her descendants male and female without reference to their number 
or the number of their shares. 

It is therefore directed that all should yield an implicit obedience 
to the Naib ap{)ointed by the said Koorsheod-ool Oomrah Bahadoor the 
husband of the said Begum and pay at the proper time the revenue 
that may become due. 


SO 




51 


! 


A. A. 


Statement ahoiviiu/ tli,e Pro^tei tij dUtpomd of hy the Minister's Decision, 

The Minister’s Decision disposes of tlie property of tiio late Moh- 
tashiiu-ud-l)owlali’s estate in the joint [>i>ssession of the Nawab Khoor- 
shed Jah and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah as fol]o\vs 


Shares. 

The Nawab Busbir-ud-Dowlah to take ... Ks. 1,12,000 0 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jah ,, „ ... ... „ 1,85,300 0 7 

The Nawab Vicar-uI-Oomrah „ ,. ... ... ,, 2,45,330 9 7 

Total lls. .■>,42,661 8 2 


I'he above Shares have to b<- realized from the following Talooks, 


as per signed paper 

of Minister : 

: — 





Hhalkee 

Rs. 54,006 

0 

0 

Held 

by Ekbal-ud-Dowlah- 

Yelgarup 

„ 27,998 

7 

6 

D 

: •> 

9 9 

Valandee 

„ 30,118 

8 

0 


,, 

y •> 

Mungulghee... 

„ 19..541 

o 

0 

• > 



Kotgheer 

„ 52.794 

*» 

*:> 

a 



If 

Kondulwaree 

„ 51,0.51 

1 

9 



99 

Madurghur ... 

9,590 

9 

0 



9 * 

Narrain Khera 

„ 1,66,885 

15 

«> 

•) 



99 

Hasnabad 

„ 1,. 32, 954 

4 

0 

Held by Khoorshed Jah. 

Total Ks. .5,44,940 

5 

9 
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B. B. 


Stateuicnt shirmmj hnii' the Proju’iii/ of ike late Naimh Mohktshm-iul- 
Uowlah is held since the Ministers Decision. 

The late Mohtashim-ufl-Dowlah’s estate is at ja'esent divided as 
iollows : — 


Total Estate as per Statement A. A. ) ,, ...... 

y Ks. o,44,‘J40 5 y 


ante. 


The Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah now holds his 

Share Ks. 1,I2,00U 0 1) 

The Nawah Klioorslied Jali now holds ... ,, 68,954 7 0 

The Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah now holds ... ,, ;5,(5y,y85 I I 9 


Total Hs. 5,44,940 5 9 

A ccordiuj 5 ' t<* shares. Xhoorshed Jail in still due Hs. 1,16,376 2 7 
With what he holds ... ... ... ... „ 68,954 7 0 


Makinj;: his Share, under tlie Ministers division 

'rotal Ks. 1,85,330 9 7 


Ekbal-ud-Dowlali luus in his possession... Ks. 3,63,985 14 9 

But he is only entitled to his share viz. ... ,, 2,45,330 9 7 

I’hus deducting the one from, the other he holds 

in (;a:<!e«.s ... ... ... ... Total Ms. 1,18,6.54 5 2 


Thus, the excess of what Ekbal-ud-Dowlah holds makes up the 

dm to Khoorshed Jah, and shows a balance of about Rs. 2,000, 
which the Minister alludes to in his own accounts. 


II 




i 



i: 



c. c. 

Statemeid shawm/ how tlw Property is disposed of by the Mrarnamah. 

Ihe Ekrarnamah disposes of the property of the late Amir-i-Kabir 
as tollows; — 


Goonjotee 

« • • 

Ks. 

1,51,443 

10 

0 


Alund 

... 

>? 

1,28,872 

6 

3 


Ferozabad 

. • . 

>> 

1,05,6.50 

5 

9 


Uuthnoora. 

• • • 


06,941 

10 

0 

(c) 

Chutgiddah ... 

4 • « 


44,783 

7 

6 

■5,60,728 11 3 

Nursapoor ... 

• » • 

M 

7,662 

8 

0 


Ajmuny Gunganarein. 


8,000 

0 

0 


Anoor, &c. ... 



17,374 

1 J 

0. 


Husnabad ... 

.. 


1,38,335 

4 


(b) 

Xarrainkhera 





{ 

. 3,09,797 1 9 

•• 

)i 

1,71,462 

0 



Total 

Ks. 

(A)^ 

8,70^526 

0 

0 



The Total (A) is the auiuuut ..f all the Tahmks. 

J he Total (B) is the revenue ul Tlusimhad and Nairainkhera, which 
were taken back and re-alloted by the Minister’s Decision. 

Jhe Jotal (0) is the amount that has to be divided accordini;' to 
the terms of the Ekrarnamah, as at foot: — 

Khoorshed Jail’s prinmry Share of I, I anna ... Ks. 43,8t)() 15 o 
Khoorshed Jail s Halt share of remainder ... 2,58,4G0 14 1*, 

Total of Khoorshed Jah’s Share iis. 3,02,267 13 l.^ 
Ekbal-ud-Dowlah’s halt Share ... 


2,58,460 14 li 
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t). D. 


Statement showimj haw the Property disposed of by the Mrarnamih 

is iww held. 


The total property to be divided ... 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jah holds : — 

Goonjotee ... Rs. 1,.51,43» 10 0 

Ferozabad ... „ 1,05,650 .5 0 

Nursapoor ... „ 7,662 8 0 

Still due Nawab Khoorshed Jah {vide State- 
ment C. C. ante) 


Rs. 5,60,728 11 3 


Rs. 2,64,746 

7 9 

„ 37,521 

5 44 


Total Hs. 3,02,267 13 4 


The Nawab £kbal-ud-Dowlah holds ; — 


Alund... 

Huthuoora ... 
Chutgiddah ... 
Ajmurry Gunganareiu. 
Aiioor 


Rs. 1,28,872 6 3 

„ 96,941 10 0 

,, 44,783 7 6 

„ 8,000 0 0 

„ 17,374 11 9 


Rs. 2,95,972 3 6 

Less Amount olTiis Share, (ride Stiiteiuent C t'. 

ante) „ 2,58,460 14 4 


Excess in Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah’s hands ... Rs. 37,511 <5 4^ 


The excess in the hands of the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah repre- 
presents the balance due to the Nawab Khoorshed Jah. 
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E. R 

iStatemenl of Sayer and Villages tramf erred by Minuter in 
compensation ^for the same. 






Hs . 

a. 

P- 

Purtttbpoie 


8,542 

5 

0 

Huthnoora 

... 

2,151 

12 

0 

Alund 


4,824 

1 

0 

Goonjotee 

... 

5,087 

13 

0 

Lohara ... 


666 

10 

0 

Dowlatabad 

... 

2,641 

6 


('biucbolee Uoolsoor 


6.963 

15 

<; 

6 Minor Villages 


1,240 

0 

0 

Kharka ... 

... 

4,006 

4 

<1 

Huijiinabad 


14,389 

8 

6 

3’otial 

K«. 

j>7,267 

12 

0 

Narain Khera .. 

... 

6,149 

11 

9 

Husnabad 


3,926 

9 

3 

Kullair 

... 

500 

0 

0 

Total 

lls. 

10,576 

5 

0 


Compensation. 

Ks. H. p. 

Zainituisti in Hutlinoora 11,355 5 0 

Alipoor 17,308 6 9 

Nuisapoor 15,617 15 0 

Villages in Huthnoora .. 6.490 II 0 

Villages in Gulburgah ... 10.300 9 9 

lotRl Hs. 61,073 0 3 

deduct, [mid to Uosoondars 3,785 10 3 
Balance ... 57,267 6 0 

7 Villages of Bimderwara 

Total Rs. 10,576 13 0 





F. F. 


Thv disinbution of ihA^ Paiyali TtilooLs of the late Amir-i-Kahiv 
as per Sclaidtih,s attaehed to that Natrah's Will, daleel 1 st Moharriihi 
i.m) H. 


Belonokvo ro the late Nawab Amiu-i-Kabir.-- 
Tlieie vveic G97 Villagos yielding gross I'eveiiue Rs. I ,.j43.(j00 10 0 

Deduct Admiuisl ration Ex[)eiiseH Rs. 8.42,*J8‘J K> 0 

Balance Net Rs. 12,00,610 1 1 0 

Divided fftt f ‘oUvi 08 : — 

Khoousued Jails HuMiiKai. 

The rerganah ot‘ Pertabpoor, t&c. . . . ... Rs. 0,24,821 lo 6 

DETAILS. 


ralookH. 

1 

j (JriJKH Kf.venuu. 

! 

j Kx|*4'n(iitur(‘. | 

Nei. Ucvt'tiue. | 

i 

Pertttbpoor... 

1 

.1,(U,:U:3 8 0 32,lcSJ 7 0 

I 

1,32.160 0 3^ 

i 

Lohara 

ja, 38,352 14 3 

45,690 15 0 

1,92,661 15 ;i| 

Total Rs. 

j4, 02,690 0 3 

1 

77,874 (> 9 

3,24,821 15 6| 

The Porganah of Goonjoteo, &c. ... 



lis. 


! i 

(JroHH Uevfimi;. ( 

* 

ExpciKlitiii’c. , 

i 

Not Uovomii*. 

1 

1 

Goonjotee ... 

|l,.51,443 10 0 

26.006 11 0| 1,25,436 15 0; 

liustiabad ... 

1, .-58,335 4 9 

J4,960 12 (i 

1,03,574 8 3 

Fei’ozabad ... 

! 1,05,650 5 0 

16,872 0 9: 

88,77h 5 0| 

Nursapoor . . 

i 36,3(59 1 0 

9,<»45 7 5 

26,72:5 13 3: 

Jagbirdars as stated below^'*j 40,190 •> 0 

(5,330 11 0 

i 42,85(5 8 9 

Total Rs. 

1 

j4,80,9!»l 12 9 

9.S,H21 10 6 

:’>,«7,]7o 2 3; 

i 


Total of Klioorsbed J a U^8 Share Rs. 7,11,992 1 9 


- KOOUSHEI) JAH’S J aGHIKDA US. 


Detiiil uf JiigliinliirM. 


CiruH« liovcuiu*. Kxpcmlifiire. 


Net KoveiMic. 


Fai/abad, &c. 

17,898 

1 9 

1 

1,984 

15 

9 

15,913 

2 0 

Ratlapuor, &c. 

5,881 

13 3| 

852 

3 9, 5,029 

9 0 

Kabapoor. &c. 

6,205 

7 (i 


1,182 

•> 

f} 

6 

1,723 

1 0 

Murkbiil, &c. 

3,013 

2 3| 

672 

12 

3 

2,311) 

6 0 

Alootrajpiilley 

1,205 

8 0 


277 

.> 

0 

928 

3 0 

Khotlee 

2,491 

0 0 


571 

0 

0 

1,920 

0 0 

Mueaupoor, &e. ... 

1 

1 






3,719 

13 0 

Abajeepoor 

1,805 

5 0, 

! 

235 

0 

(> 

1,570 

4 6 

Mulkavum 

1,512 

6 Oj 

261 

2 

3 

1,251 

3 9 

Baroor 







5,450 

11 0 

Total Ks. 

49,103 

3 9 


6,336 

11 

01 

42,850 

8 9: 




P. F.—fCo)^ tinnvd. ) 

IIUMRKJH OF KKBAL-UI)-l)0\VLA». 

P^ffgatiuh of Kot<;hf(ii', Ac Rw. 

iMtailn. 


1 

Names of Tailookb.| 

Gross Revenue.' Expenditure. | 

Vet Revenue. 

Kotgheer 

.■»4,041 

1 1 

0 (• 1 15,601 1.5 i! i 

;18,4;19 

0 9 

Kondulwai'of ... 


0 0 ; 15.980 10 6 1 

:!5.272 

f; 

Valamlec* 

:V\ 

10 :i 7.557 4 9 i 

2:1.778 

t; 

Yiilgamp 


1 6 1 9,97:! 11 :i 1 

1 1 

21, .MS 

(1 :! 

Muugulgfioc ... 


11 0 .5,879 12 0 ' 


;» 0 

T(.tul Rs.... 

1,90,662 

9 ' 04,99;! 5 *.♦ 11 

i 

1 


1 tt 

P^rgunah of Alniul .. 





I 

Names of Taluoks.j Gross lleveiiiic. ' Expenditure. ' 

' ' 

! 

Net Revenue. | 

Alurnl 


(1 :! ' 2j,7:»l 12 1) 

,(•4,117 

!) t; ; 

Nurainkhcra ... 

i,7i.4t;i' 

(1 0 i 7 o 

,2H,07S 

J) 0 

- 

Muthuooni 

91,911 

|o 0 12 :* 

(;2.9}Hl 

i;t 9 

(■hulgula 

44,7h;. 

7 10.K12 1 9 

;j;!.97i 

;> 9 ; 

•fughirdavs as 

stated below*.. 

i>7,ll)n 

J) 0 , ;1,;!99 h 9 

2;!, 79 1 

2 ;! 

f otal 1 iS . . • 

4,64,25(1 

0 9 1,16,;J00 8 6 i 

! 

!,52,949 

H i\ : 

i 


'Potal of Kkb»l-nd-l)owlali K Share ... 

... 

* EKR.VL.-Ull-l)ONVliAir.S JAO H I ROA Rs. 


Detilils of fbighir- 
dars. 

: 

(inis,, Ilcvciuif. i ExiH'iKliliirc. 

Net Kevin lie. 

yelmukiia Ac... 

1 

1 l;5,7;jr, 

. 

9 0 i,7;hi 9 0 

12,000 

1 

i 

0 0 ; 

Hindgooghi Ac . . . 

6,5(M( 

(» (( .591 14 (1 

.■'j/.tos 

2 0 

Aloor 

1,77!» 

0 0 049 0 0 

1.1 ;5o 

0 0 

Naiiwala (Pergu- 
nail Pertab])oorl 


0 0 ;J0O J2 0 

l.SHS 

1 0 

Xuvklioiu( Perga 
nah Lohara, &c.J 

j l.(•2l 

0 0 121 •» 9 

S99 

12 ;; 

(jlungauareni ... 


0 0 

- 

i.9t;.‘. 

0 0 

Total Ks.. 

27,190 

9 (( 3,:199 6 9 

2;^79l 

2 :) 


Summiiry. 


Khooraiiecl Jah’s Share 
Bkbal-ud'Dowlah’s Share ... 


I,if5,669 1 0 


3,52,949 R S 


4,88,618 9 3 


7,11,992 I 9 
4,88,619 9 .’5 


Total Rs. 12,00,612 M (* 
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a. G. 


ACCOUNTS ATTACHED TO THE MINISrEli’S DECISION. 

Properti/ in possession of Nawab Rnf /'en-ud-Diifn Khan at 
his death, and hote devised. 


I A<aUKK 


1,63.4 88 0 0 


Lagaon, to Bashir-uJ- R,s. a. p. 

Dowlah ... ... .54,937 0 0 

Doinulgliundoe, &o., to 

Mohtashini-ud-Dowlali . .54,545 0 0 

Bhalkee, \vii.s set aside 
for the performance ot 
eereinonial rights ; but 
this was transfen'ed to 
Nawab Ra.shee-ud*Deeii 
Khan by the amicable 
arrangement ... ... .54,006 0 <) 


'J'oial Rs... 1.63,488 0 0 


Rs. a. p. 

Talooks ... ... ... ... ... ... 11.02.761 II tS 

Rs. a. )>. 

To Bashlr-ud-Dowlah ... 4, .51, 399 12 3 

To Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah 5,20,621 10 6 

" For per. son al use. ... 1,30,740 I 6 

Total Rs... 11,02,761 11 3 

* From this Rs. 60,000 was ' 
for Vicar-ul-Oomrah, and 

the residue to Mohtashim- J- 'I’otal of Jogbirs and Talooks ... 12.66,249 II 3 

ud- Dowlah and Bashir*ud- 

Dowlah. 
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G. G. {continued.) 


la possession of Nawah Khoorshed Jah and 
Vicar- ul- Oomrah . 


^'I’alooks, &c, 


5,44,940-5-9 


Bhulkee 


^ ♦) AGHin. Ils, a. p, 

r>4,00G 0 0 


(Deduct the following) — 

Share of two- 
I birds of Moh- 
tashum ... .■5,70,6(11 -.‘J-i 
Left to Vicar- 
ul-Oorarah by f 

Hulfee-ud-Deen 
Khan in his 

Will (50, 000-0-0 i 


'J’aldoks. 

Velganip ... ... 27,99vS 7 0 

Valandee ... ... ;J0,118 8 () 

Mungulghcc ... .. 19,641 2 0 

Kotghccr ... ... 52,794 3 i) 

4.;5(),661.3-L> I ^ 

Madurghee, &o. ... 9,590 !) ti 

Narrainkliera ... ... 1, 06,885 1 0 3 

Husnabad ... ... 1,32,954 7 0 

Total Us... .5,44,040 5 '.) 


Balance Exiiess ... 1,1 4.2 79-2- 7 

Having deci'eed to Bashir- 
ud-Dowlah Rs. 1,12,000, he 
is entitled to receive proper- 
ty to the value of that Kurn 
(inly.” 

Baahir-ud-Dowlah’s Share as per 


liuffee-ud-Dcen Khan’s Will — 

5-00 

.laghir 

81.940-0-0 

I’aga... ... ) 

asperSaiiad. J,.’j],399-J 2-:J i 
!j of personal. ;55,t570- 2-:i J 

4,Ht;.769-14-6 

One-third of .Vfolita.8huin 

1 .85, .-{,‘50 9-7 

.laghir of do. 

8 1 ,.348-0-0 

Total lls... 

8, .T3, .5 8 8 -8-1 

1 n possession (jf the Nawab.cfec. 

7,21,.009-5-t; 

To receive from Nawah Khoor- 
shed Jah A Vicar-nl-Oonirah. 

1,14,279-2 7 


^In posHminn of the Nawah and H. 11*8. 
(joverntnent. 

.Iaghiub. 

Logaon, &c. .. ... 44,937 0 G 

Doinulghumiee &c, ... 64,545 0 D 

Talooks. 

Afssiilpore ... ... 40,258 0 :) 

Rufkul 39,128 fi 3 

Kalghor ... ... 9,088 0 :> 

Puithun Saroor ... 4,301 0 0 

Ttmal... ... 5*), 797 6 H 

Ithul Siiroor .. ... 2,773 9 0 

Phoolmaclce ... ... 3,432 7 s' 

Slicikapoor, &c. ... 7,524 14 o 

VillngoH in Cliitgupa ... 1,18,161 10 .3 

Sindulkliera ... ... 2,500 0 u 

Clmnghttir, ... 9,553 10 3 

Cliitapur ... ... 06,026 ll 0 

Nirgunda .. ... 17,487 7 0 

.Aknlee 11,091 1 . o 

Poolkoortoe ... .. 11,251. 13 0 

Kotha, &c. ... ... 18,809 6 ) 

Sarnnkul, &i\ ... ... 6,704 15 o 

Rakiilghce, &c. . . 9,400 0 > 

Villages in Chitgapa ... 1,15,802 15 

Kodiieel ... ... 4,500 0 <> 

Murihullee ... ... 10,710 4 ■' 

Heepulgiion ... ... 900 0 g 

Bliimulkhcio, ... 10,253 14 

Surscc... ... .. 2,613 15 <> 

Masanee Goora ... 2,803 1 o 

Gol)ocr ... 3,024 0 o 

Hokrana. &c. ... ... 7,767 8 0 

Madiirgaon ... ... 2,788 4 0 

Kokutla ... . . 3,533 3 > 

Muthnooni ... .. 3,664 0 0 

Sanmstan Soraporo ... 1,854 1 \} 

Koloor in poBsessioii of Govt. 30,724 13 6 


Total 11s... . 7,21,309 5 6 
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Mii. A. U. STEVENS 

liepvciseutinff 11. K. the Nawoh Khoornhed Jah, 

ANIi 

Mu. A. J. DUNLOP 

liepresentinii the Nnonh Vkxir-til-Omirah. 
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PROCEEDINGS IN THE MATTER OF THE PROPOSED 
ARBITRATION BETWEEN THE NAWaBS KHOOR- 
SHED JAH AND VICAR-UL-OOMRAH. 

o 

23rd Jvly 1883. 

Present. Mr. STEVENS representing the Nawab Rhoorshed Jah. 

„ Mr. DUNLOP representing tlie Nawab V icar-ul- Oomrah. 

„ Mr. TREVOR. 

Mr. Dunlop produces a letter, autliorizing him to appear on behalf 
of the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah. Mr. Stevens undertakes to produce a 
similar document at the next meeting. 

Read by Mr. 'I’revor. 

Letter from the I’eshkar to Mr. Trevor, dated July 16th 1883, en- 
closing copy of letter from the Resident to the Peshkar, dated the 10th 
July 1883, and copy of a letter from tlie Nawab IClioorshed Jah to the 
Peshkar, dated 14th July 1883, and copy of a letter from the Nawab 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah to the Peshkar, dated the 14th duly 1883. 

Letter fron) the Peshkar to Mr. Trevor dated the 22nd July 1883, 

With reference to the last-mentioned letter, Mr. Stevens states 
that the questions, upon wdiich the Nawab Khoorshed Jah desires arbi- 
tration, relate to Pagah property and jtrivate property, us well as the 
joint household property in the city. 

Mr. Dunlo]* stub's that he has no instructions to go into arbitra- 
tion on any other point than the joint houselndd property in the city 
and that,* as at present advised, he objects to do so. If however Mr. 
Stevens will state specifically what the matters are, on which the 
Naw'ab Khoorshed Jah desires arbitration, he will refer to the Nawab 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah for further instnictions. Mr. Dunlop at present holds 
that all the Pagah and Jaghir property has been divided between the 
two brothers since the late Ameer-i-Kabeer’s death. He adds that 
the consent given by his principal to the proposi-d .arbitration refers 
only to the joint liousehold property in tlie city. 

Mr. Stevens replies that his principal only consented to the arbi- 
tration on the understanding, that the whole dispute regarding the land- 
ed and house property was to be settled at the same time, in supjiort of 
which statement he puts in copy of letter (1) from the Peshkar to the 
Resident, dated 4th July 1883, enclosing (2) letter from Khoorshed Jah 
to the Peshkar, of the same date. Mr. Stevens states that he is not at 
present able to say what the mattei-s are, on which his principal desires 
arbitration, except that, speaking generally, they refer to Pagah lands 
and Jaghirs, as well as to the household property. He will endeavour 
(subject to his principal’s consent) at the next meeting to produce a 
statement, setting forth with all necessary distinctness the matters 
which he wishes to be referred to arbitration. Mr. Stevens asks Mr. 
Dunlop what the settlement is, in accordance with which he states the 
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property to have been divided between the two brothers. Mr. Dunlop 
says that, for the present, he will give no reply to this question. 

The meeting is adjourned to Wednesday, the 25th inst., to 
enable both representatives to consult their respective principals with 
a view to an agreement being arrived at as to the matters to be sub- 
mitted to arbitration. 


33rd July, 1883. 


(Signed.) H. E. TREVOR. 
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25th July, 1883. 

Present : — Mr. STEVENS. 

„ „ DUNLOP. 

„ „ TKEVOR 

Mr. Stevens produces letter from the Nawab Khoorshed Jah, ad- 
dressed to Mr. Trevor, authorising Mr. Stevens to act for him in the 
arbitration. Mr. Stevens produces two documents, ( 1) an Agreement 
between tlie Nawabs Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah,* dated 'Ith 
Suffer 1299 H (corresixmding to 26th December 1881); (2) copy of 
Decision of H. E. Sir Salar Jung, dated 4th llidxKs-ul-AAval 1299 11 
(28th Januai'y 1882), and states that Ids princi])al chiims to have sucli 
portions of the Agre(',meiit and of the Decision as liavc not been fulfilled, 
cai’ried out, as l)t>tw<«n his brother and himself. What the Nawab 
Khoorshed .lah wislu's is, ( 1) that the arbitrator should determine in what 
respects the Agrtement and the Decision have not been carried out, and 
the manner in which they should l)e carried out ; (2) that the differences 
lx!tween himself and his brother regarding the disposal of the household 
property and effects in the city should be decided by arbitration. 

Mr. Stevens tlien rejieats the cpiestions which he put to Mr. 
Dunlop at the last meeting at the close of th(! ))roc(iediugs, Mr. 
Duuloi» states that he is not at present pre[>ared to go on with tlui arbi- 
tration in any matter other than the Baradari )»ropcrty in the city, and 
asks for time to consider the statement made and papers produced by 
Mr. Stevens. He asks what the private property meiitioiH'd in the 
Nawab Khoorshed Jah’s letter, oj'the 4th July 1882, consists of ? 

Mr. Stevens replies that he cannot answer this question with cer- 
tainty at present. 

The meeting is then adjourned to tlie 30th instant. 

(Signed) H. E. TllEVOK 

25th July 1883. 


page. 


* The Nawttb Vikar-ubOoturaU, The tnoelation of this ctocUmcnt is on the next 
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Translatim of an Agreetmnt executed hetumn the Nawahs 
Khoorshed Jali and Ehhal-ud-DowIah. 

Subsequent to the settlement deed drawn up by our father, we 
two brothers have mutually agreed as follows : — 

1. That the Talooks of Purtabpore and Lohara remain in the 
name of Khoorshed Jah. 

2. And the Talooks of Kudgeer, Kandulwari, Yelgarup, Valaudi, 
Kullair and Muogulghee in the name of Ekbal-ud-Dowlah. 

:J. The remaining Pagah Talooks and Jaghirs belonging to our 
father be divided as follows: 

4. Taking the whole as represented by IG annas. 

5. From the above total Khoorshed Jah takes 1 anna J pies. 

6. The balance 14 annas 9 pies be divided in two sliares equally 
between us. 


Uh Suffer 1299 H. 


(Signed) KHOORSHED JAH. 

( „ ) EKBAL-UD-DOWLAH. 








■% 
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TRANSLATION 

Of His Excellemy the Minister Sir SALAlt JUNG'S Decision of the 
4tk Huhee-ul-Aical 1299 Higree, corresponding ivith the 
25th January, 1882. 

The Nawab RufFee*ud-Deen Khan died, leaving his Jaghirs and 
Paga estates and personal property between the Nawabs Motishini-ud- 
Dowlah and Bashir-ud-Dowlah by Sunnads and lists signed by himself 
and by will and deed of gift. 

On his death, the late Nawab Rushee-ud-Deon Khan claimed the 
property and the titles held by his brother. 

Subsequently he withdrew his claims to the property and received 
the titles. An amicable arrangement was arrived at between the 
Nawab and his nephews a few months later, by which some of the Paga 
and Jaghir estates were made over to the Nawab, but the arrange- 
ment was never completed. 

The Nawab then claimed Hasnabad and Narain Khera, and his 
claim was tried and decreed in his favor on the issue of the Siyaha. 

The Nawabs Motishiin-ud-Dowlah and Bashir-ud-Dowlah however 
appealed against this decision to tlie Government of India ; but before 
any orders were issued on their appeal the Nawab Motishim-ud-Dowlah 
died. 

After his death, the Resident received in.structious from the Gov- 
ernment of India to bring about an ainiealde arriingement, and should 
this be impossible, the Government of India declared their readiness to 
accei>t and support any decision which 1 might give in consultation 
with the Resident on the basis of the late Nawab’s waiver. 

It was, therefore, decided, in consultation with the Resident in 
September last, that the Nawab Ra.shir-ud-Duwlah Rahadoor should 
have the whole of the property a.ssigned to him by the late Nawab 
Ruffee-ud-Deen Khan, together with a third of the share as.signed to 
his late brother Motishim-ud-Dowlali. That the remaining two-thirds 
of the Nawab Motishim-ud-Dowlah’s share of the property should be 
left in the possession of the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir, and that the 60,000 
Rupees worth of I'alooks ar^signed to the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah 
Bahadoor by the late Nawab Ruffee-ud-I)een Khan should not bo 
included in this division. But before the decision could be issued, the 
Nawab Rushee-ud-Deen Khan died, and claims to the titles and the 
proi^erty in dispute were put fi»rward by the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah 
and by the Nawab Khoorshed Jah Baliadoor conjointly with his bro- 
ther the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah. 

It is therefore resolved, in consultation with tlic Resident, and in 
view of the present iJo.sition of affairs, and of the (diunges consi;r|uent on 
the death of Nawab Motishim-ud-Dowlah and the Naw^ab Rushee-ud- 
Deen Khan, as follows; — 

The Nawab Abool Khair Khan held the titles of Shums-ud-Dowlah, 
Shums-ul-Moolk, Shums-ul-Oomrah, to w'hich was added in the case of 
his successor, the Nawab Fucker-ud-Deen Khan the title of Amir-i- 
Kabir. 
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On the latter’s death, the titles were conferred on the Nawab Ruftee- 
ud-I)een Khan. As the latter died without issue, the titles were dis- 
puted between the Nawab Rushee-ixd-Deen Khan’s brothei*, and the 
Nawab Motishim-ud-Dowlah, elder of the two nephews of the deceased 
nobleman. 

The hitter, however, having left no son to claim the titles in virtue 
of his sonship, prefei’ence was given to the Nawab Rushee-ud-Deen 
Khan on account of his seniority of age and relationship and his greater 
propinquity to the late Nawab, and the titles were conferred on him. 

Now that in consequence of the demise of the Nawab Rushee-ud- 
Deen Khan, the titles are again in dispute between the Nawab’s Bashir- 
ud-Dowlah and Khoorshed Jah, the fact of the latter being the last incum- 
bent’s son is considered sufficient ground according to universal custom 
to warrant his being held to have a preferential claim, and to obviate the 
necessity for seeking any other ground of preference, such as seniority 
of age or relationship. 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jah Bahadoor, having agreed to hold the 
title of Amir-i-Kabir as a lower grade than the title Jah, which is the 
highest of all, and to have it engraved in the same order in his seal, his 
claim to all the titles is herewith admitted as proved in virtue of his 
sonship to the late Nawab. 

It is at the same time fully recognized that the non-admission of 
the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah Bahudoojfs claim is not, Ixicause he is not 
held worthy of receiving tliein, but Iwcause tlie stronger title derived 
from sonship not having existed on the Nawab Ruffee-ud-Deen Khan’s 
death to bar their transfer to another, some other ground of preference 
had to be sought, which is not now the (Sise. 

There is no doubt, however, that the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah 
Bahadoor is entitled on account of his seniority to have conferred on 
him some other title of equal rank. 

The Paga Talooks with the exception of wliat was assigned to the 
Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, andthc Jaghirs conferred by thcNaAvab Ruffee- 
ud-Deen Khan on the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor l)y,Sunnad8,«&c., 
together with all the Jaghirs of the Nawab Motishim-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor 
(in virtue of his being the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah’s own brother) are held 
of right to belong to the Nawab Bashir- ud-Dowluh Bahadoor. But, as the 
Paga Talooks of the late Nawab Motishim-ud-Dowlah were granted to 
him by Sunnads which lose much of tlieir foi-ce on the death of the 
grantee, and being service-grants cannot be claimed in the same way as 
Jaghirs ; and as moreover the Paga Talooks were already made over to 
the Nawab Rushee-ud-Deen Khan by an amicable arrangement and by 
the decision concerning Hasnabad and Narain Khcra, it is decided hereby 
that one-third of these Talooks sliall be given to the Nawab Bashir-ud- 
Dowlah Bahadoor and two-thirds to the Nawabs Khoorehed Jah and 
Kkbal-ud-Dowlah Bahadoors. 

As, however, all this property belongs to the family, no one is com- 
petent to alienate it in case of his dying without male issue, in favor of 
any one not of the family, always provided, that His Highness, according 
to ancient custom, shall have full power to deal with it as he thinks fit. 

7 
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As to personal property, the late Nawab Rushee-ud-Deen Khan had 
a claim against his nephews on the death of hist brother, on the ground 
of his not having received his share of his father’s |jersonal property, and 
the claim is revived now by the Nawabs Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud- 
Dowlah Bahadoors. 

But the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor has also claims in 
virtue of the orders embodied in the letter of the Government of India to 
the Resident to the mesne profits of his oam and his brother’s share of 
the Talooks and Jaghirs down to tlie latter’s death, and other olaiTnR 
which cannot be determined without a regular trial. 

Such trial however, if granted, can lead to nothing, and is full of 
risks, seeing that claims to personal property can only be properly enter- 
tained, where the property was taken into Government custody, and an 
inventory made of it immediately on the death of the owner. 

Where such is not the case and a claim is preterred a long time 
after the event, a trial can result in nothing for either party but loss and 
evil name. 

It is, therefore, decided that the |mrties should forego their mutual 
claims in this respect. 

The Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah’s share under tlie above decision is 
made out in figures below. 

In this estimate the revenues of Husnabad and Narain Khera ai’c 
(|uoted from the accounts submitted on the occasion of an amicable 
arrangement being proposed. Should tlic Nawabs KIiooi*8hed Jah Baha- 
doOr and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor consider tlicse stotements excessive, 
the two Talooks can be made over on this valuation to Nawab Bashir-ud- 
Dowlah Bahadoor in exchange for Talooks ol’ equal amount from the late 
Nawab Motisliim-ud-Dowlah’s estates according to the above accounts, 
deducting therefrom the sum of one lac and twelve thousand rupees, 
decreed to Bashii’-ud-Dowlah, and leaving one lac and eighty -eight 
thousand rupees to be divided betM'een the Nawabs Khooi'shed Jah Baha- 
door and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor. 

Under this decision the whole of the Jaghii’s will Ijc returned to 
the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowluh Bahadoor. But, as the Perganah Balkec 
was made over to the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah, by the amicable settle- 
ment of the Nawabs Motishim-ud-Dowlah and Bashir-ud-Dowlah 
Bahadoc»*s, it need not now change hands, an equal amount of Paga 
Talooks being allowed to the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor in 
Jaghirs. 

As, however, in this case, the Perganah of Balkee ought to be con- 
sidered as Paga, it is hereby ordered that fifty-four thousand rupees of 
this property shall be transfered from Paga to Jaghir accounts. 

The Nawab Bashir-ud-Dowlah Bahadoor’s share under the present 
decision, according to the accounts submitted by the Nawabs Motishim* 
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ud'Dowlah and Bashir-ud^Dowlah Bahad(x)r8. His share tinder Sunnads 
granted by the late Nawab Kuffee-ud-Deen Khan. 

Paga 4,86,000 

Jaghir 81,000 

— 5,67,000 

Decreed to him out of the late Kawab 
Motishim-ud'Dowlah’s share of do. 

Jaghir ... ••• ... 81,000 

^ Paga 1,85,000 

2,66,000 

Total share due to Nawab Bashir-ud' 

Dowlah Bahadoor under the present 

decision ... ... ... ... 8,33,000. 

As most of the proceedings, with regard to the division of the pro- 
perty, liave been carried on in consultation with the Resident and an 
appeal in the case was laid before the Government of India, a despatch 
on that appeal was addressed by the said Government to the Resident at 
Hyderabad, and in view of the possibility ot either or both* of the parties 
in this case feeling aggrieved at the decision herewith given, the said 
decision shall remain in abeyance for two months, in order to give the 
parties time to make such representations as they wish to the Govern- 
ment of India. 

If, on expiry of the [leriod herein mimed, no orders are issued by the 
Government of India contrary to the decision, the said decision shall be 
held as absolute. 

(Signed). SALAR JUNG, 

Mookhtar~ul-Moclk. 
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31«t Jvly 1883. 


The meeting having been adjourned to this day instead of the 
30th at Mr. Trevor’s request. 

Pbesbnt : — Mr. STEVENS. 

„ „ TREVOR 

Mr. Stevens states that he received a copy of Mr. Durilpp’s 
letter to Mr. Trevor, dated 28th July 1883,’*' only last night, and will 
reserve his reply, which he will conimunicate in writing after consulting 
his principal. The proceedings are then adjourned. 

(Sd.) H. E. TREVOR. 

31s< July 1883. 


• For copy of this btUr see Pago 


Post, 
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No. 14 of 1883. 


Ellaka Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrali Bahadoor. 


From 


A. J. Dunlop, Esq., 

Badar Talookdar, 


To 

A,. Stevens, Esq., 

Hydrabad. 

Hydradad, ^Oth July 1883. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to enclose, for your information, a copy of my 
letter No. 13 of 28th inst., to Mr. H. E. Trevor. 

I trust that the Nawab Shums-ul-Oomrah Amir-i-Kabir Khoorshed 
tiah Bahadoor will consent to one or other of the proposals made in 
para. 8. 


1 have the honour to be, 

Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 

(Sd.) A. J. DUNLOP, 

Sadar Talookdar. 
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From 


No. 13 of ] 883. 


A. J. Dunlop, Esq., 

Sadar Talookdar, 


To 


H. E. Trbvor, Esq., 

Secunderabad. 

Dated, Hydrahad, 2%th July 1883. 
Sir, 

With reference to the proceedings which have taken place up to 
date in connection with the proposal that you should arbitrate between 
the Nawab.s Amir-i-Kabir and Vicar-ul-Oonirah, 1 liave the honor, with 
the consent of the latter, to place on record the following statement. 

2. When the Nawab Vicar-ul-()omrah consented to arbitration, 
he did so on the clear understanding that the subject-matter of dispute 
was solely the joint or undivided property which is, in fact, the property 
known as the Baradari. 

This view was fully justified by the following letters. 

Mr. Cordery’s letter to the Peshkai’, dated 10th July. 

Major Trevor’s letter to the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oorarah dated 10th 
July. 

The Nawab’s letter to the Peshkar, dated 14th July. 

Your own letter to jne, dated 20th July, appointing a day for hear- 
ing the case. 

In each of these letters it is di.stinct]y stated that the dispute 
to be referred to arbitration relates to tlie house pi’operty. No refer- 
ence whatever is made in any of these letters on the subject of arbitra- 
tion to other disputes. 

3. Accordingly, when you appointed the 23rd inst. for the first 
hearing of the case, 1 came to you ])ro])ar«Kl to put forward the follow- 
ing issues for your decision, viz.:- — 

(1). Did the late Nawab divide the Palace as |)er plan marked A 
and is this division now binding on his sons '( 

(2.) What are the boundaries and particulars of the house pro- 
perty now' in dispute '! 

(3.) What are the conditions in the late Nawab’s Will regarding 
the disposal of the property defined in the decision on the 
second issue ? 

(4). How should these conditions now be given effect to { 

(5.) If it is determined that one brother should buy the other’s 
share of the house property, what price should be paid for it ? 
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These issues comprise the wliole t»f the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomruh’s 
case regarding the house property, but I did not put them before you 
on the 23rd instant, because at tlie very outset of the proceedings I 
was informed that other disputes regarding the division of Paga 
Talooks and private property (a term so wide that it might be taken 
to mean any kind of property held by the Nawabs) were also to be 
submitted to arbitration. At the same time I was handed a letter 
from the Peshkar, dated the previous day, and received by you on only 
the previous evening, in which you were requested to deal with all the 
disputes between the two brothers, the reason assigned being that 
“ it is impossible to take up the disputes regarding house property 
“ belonging to the Nawabs Khoorshed Jab and Ekbal-ud-Dowlah 
‘‘ without entering into the division of their lauded property as well.” 

I was at a loss to know how the Peshkar arrived at this conclu- 
sion without referring to the Nawab Vicar-ul-Ooinrali, whohad not hoard 
from him on the subject. As I informed you at the time, the Nawab 
holds that the landed property, i. e., the Paga Talooks and Jaghirs, 
has already been divided, and there is no reason for mixing up this 
division with tlie question relating to house projierty, which was left 
by the father’s will to both sous jointly, with a provision that one or 
other son might acquire the whole property by paying half its value hi 
his brother. 

4. The whole aspect of the eas(' I*oing tlms materially changed 
without previous notice, I declined to proceed further in the matter 
until at least the additional clainrs made by the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir 
are clearly defined, and I have an op))ortunity of considering them with 
the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrab. 

I asked Mr. Stevens to .specifically state the points on which he 
wished to have arbitration, but, notwitlistanding that it is held by the 
opposite party tliat the intention throughout has been to submit the 
whole of the claims to arbitrsition, and tlnit there has been simply a mis- 
understanding on the point, the representative of the Amir-i-Kabir was 
unable to say what it was he sought for, and beyond the term.? “ Paga 
and Private Property and in a letter addressed to the Peshkar on 
the 4th July last, I could obtain no information. 

5. The proceedings having been adjourned to the 25th instant 
to enable Mr. Stevens to prepare a statement of his claims, he (iroduced 
on that day (1) an agreement executed by the two brothers (m the 
4th Suffer 1299, referring to the division ot tlie 'I'alooks ; (2) the late 
Minister’s decision in what is known as the Nawab Bashir-ud-Dow- 
lah’s case, and stated that what the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir wishes is 
( 1 ) “ that tlie arbitration should determine in what respects the Agree- 
'• luent and the Decision have not been carried out and the manner in 
“ which they should be carried out.” 

(2.) “ That the differences betwoeen himself and his brother 

“ regarding the disposal of the household property and effects 
“ in the city should be decided by arbitration.” 

When asked to define the private property in dispute, Mr. 
Stevens replied that he cannot answer with certainty at present. 
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6. The request now made by the Nawab*- Amir-i-Kabir differs 
so materially from the original proposals as conveyed through the 
Kesident and Peshkar that it practically annuls the agreement to sub- 
mit the case to your arbitration. The Nawab Vicar-ul Oomrah there- 
fore considers that the consent he gave to arbitration on the question 
of house-property is now of no effect. 

7. Further, the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah declines to consent to 
any arbitration until he knows clearly and beyond all doubt the specific 
points on which it is desired to have your decision as arbitrator. It 
is contrary to practice in such cases, and also inexpedient that you 
should be required to say to what extent the enquiry is to be prosecut- 
ed, or what subjects it is to embi'ace. 

The proper way of dealing with the question, in the opinion of the 
Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah, is that the disputants should fir.st determine 
V)etween themselves the points on which a decision is desired, that 
these points should be explicitly stated in writing, and that you should 
then be desired to enquire into them, and givt- your decision after 
liearing such evidence as may be adduced. 

Applying this principle, it is necessary before proceeding any 
further that the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah should know what his brother 
claims under the late Minster’s decision above referred to, and what 
part of their mutual agreement he considers unfulfilled. Nawab Vicar- 
ul-Oomrah on his own part considers tliat the agreement and decision 
have been given full effect to, and that there is no call to re-open the 
(juestion; but if it be possible, he is willing to join his brother in fram- 
ing an issue, or issues for your decisioji. 

The question relating to private property has also to be more 
clearly defined, and I havi; also to state that, if it is finally determined to 
submit all the differences between the brothers to arbitration, the 
Nawab Vicar-ul-Oouirah will have some money claims to put forward. 

8. With a view to a settlement of the question in the manner 
indicated above. I am authorized to make the following projiosal: — 

(1.) That the <juestions regariling the house-property referred 
to in the issues quoted in para. 3 be settled without entering 
into other matters. 

(2.) Or I will moot Mr. Stevens at any place which may be deter- 
mined on, and endeavour to arrange with him the points 
which can be referred to arbitration. 

(3.) Or if the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir wishes to associate other 
persons with Mr. Stevens, I will meet them also for the same 
purpose. 

(4.) Or if the Nawab Amir-i-Kabir prefers it, I would call on 
him and endeavour to arrive at an understanding. 

9. A copy of this letter will now be forwarded to Mr. Stevens, 
and until one or other of the above courses is adopted, the Nawab 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah considers it would be useless appearing before you 
again, oir troubling you further in the matter. 
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10. The Nawab desires me to convey his thanks to you for the 
time and attention you have already devoted to the case. He resets 
exceedingly that there should have been any interruption to the proceed- 
ings, and still trusts that a satisfactory arrangement may be arrived at. 


I have the honor to be, 

Sir, 

Your most obedient Servant, 

(Sgd.) A. J. DUNLOP. 

Sadar Talookdar. 
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To 


A. E. Tbbvob, Esq., 

Secunderabad. 


Dated Hyderabad, 4th August 1883. 

Sir, 

I have the honor to inform you that I have received from Mr. 
Dunlop, on the 3 let ultimo, a copy of a letter addresaod to you by him 
»»n the 28th ultimo, making certain suggestions for the future conduct- 
ing of the arbitration and rather partially representing certain facts, the 
entire record of which you have already taken. 

2. The real subject-matter of dispute between the Nawabs 
Khoorshed Jahand Vicar-ul-Oomrab. is the division of the property they 
inherited from their father, the late Ainir-i-Kabir. 

3. In support of the above statement the Nawab Ivhoorsiied Jah 
has instructed me to lay before you true copies and translations of 
correspondence marked A and B. 

4. I regret exceedingly that Mr. Dunlop has not been supplied 
with the whole correspondence that has ]>asscd regarding this dispute; 
the letters filed by Mr. Dunlop certainly only refer to House property. 

5. A reference to the correspondence, marked A, clearly .shows 
that the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomruh not oidy knew on what points his 
brother sought arbitration, but put certain qurnnes regarding the I’agah 
property to the Feshkar Sahib. 

6. Mr. Dunlop makes a bare assertion that the landed property 
is divided. 

7. 1 have twice asked Mr. Dunlop the following question : — 

“ AVhat the settlement is in accordance with which he states 
the property to have been divided between the two brothers?” The 
only reply Mr. Dunloj) has given is : “That for the present be will 
give no reply to this question the only conclusion to be arrived at is 
that either ho is unable or unwilling to substantiate his a.ssertion. 

8. The correspondence A and H show,s what the intention of the 
Nawab Khoorshed Jah has been throughout: at the first meeting I 
volunteered myself, if thought noces.sary, to )»roduce these letters, but 
the letter from the Nawab Khoorshed Jah to the Pe.shkar alluded to 
by Mr. Dunlop was deemed sufficient. The impression that para. 4 
of Mr. Dunlop’s letter seeks to give, i. c., that this letter was the 
only evidence in favor of the Nawalj Khoorshed Jah’s hoim Jidcs is 
misleading. 

9. The first meeting was adjourned, “ to enable both represent- 
“ atives to consult their respective principals with a view to an agreement 

being arrived at as to the matters to be submitted to arbitration ” and 
not only “ to enable Mr. Stevens to prepare a statement of his claims.” 

10. The private property in dispute being chiefly in sealed chests, 
it is impossible to define it till such time os the seals are by mutual 
consent broken and the chests opened. 
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11. Ihc Nawab Khoorahed Jah will be most happy to enter 
into the money-claim his brother puts forward through the medium of 
Mr. Dunlop’s letter. 

12. The Nawab Vicar-ul-Ooumih holds that “the lauded property, 
i. e., the Pagah Talooks and Jaghirs, has already been divided,” and 

“ that the agreement and decision have been given full effect to, and 
that there is no call to re-open the question.” 

13. I would here remark that, on the death of the late Amir-i- 
Kabir, all the records regarding the Talooks, as well as the Talookdars 
themselves, were retained by the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah. 

14. The Nawab Khoorshed Jah received only such property as 
his younger brother thought fit to make over to him, on the under- 
standing that on the latter’s return from Eurojte any unfulfilled portion 
of the agreement should be carried out. 

1.'). It is the ratification of the Nawab N’icar-ul-Ooinrah’s ])romise 
and the carrying out <*f his signed boml that the Naw ab Khoorshed 
Jah seeks. 

16. Understanding how anxious his brother states himself to be 
to arrive at a settlement of all the differences between them, the Naw’ab 
Khoorshed Jah has instructed me to state that he is (juite willing to meet 
his brother’s views as regards dividing ami seltling separately their 
several items of dispute on the following terms. 

17. That the most important item, the landed property, be 
settled first; any delay in the settlement of this item causes an increase 
in the claim for mesne profits. A slight delay in the division of the 
joint jtroperty would cause n(» loss to oithei’ jiarty. 

18. That the said unqnre settle all the different claims, because 
they are actually only various items in the same case. 

19. 'Phat both Naw'abs sign and file an agreement to abide by 
the decision of the umpire. 

20. On a date fixed by the umpire each to file a written state- 
ment of his case and claims. 

21. That no fresh claims be allowed after the written statement 
is filed. 

22. 1 shall be much obliged if you will kindly let me know as 
soon as possible if the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah is prepared to complete 
the enquiry on all points of dispute in the manner suggested in 
paras 17, 18, 19, 20 & 21. 

23. The Nawab Khoorshed Jah desires me to convey his 
sincere thanks to you for commencing this enquiry, and trusts that you 
will be able to satisfactorily settle the whole dispute. 

1 have the honor to be, 

Sir, 

Your most obedient Servant, 

(Signed.) A. STEVENS. 
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20th August 1883. 

Prbsknt Mr. STEVENS. 

„ DUNLOP. 

„ „ TREVOR 

The representativee meet with the object of endeavouring to 
arrive at an understanding with a view to the issues to be settled in 
the case. Mr. Stevens puts in a letter addressed to Mr. Trevor, with 
.5 schedules annexed,* containing a statement of the claim of his prin- 
cipal with respect to landed property, exclusive of mesne profits. 
Mr. Dunlop puts in a inemo.f containing a statement of his principal’s case 
in reply to Mr. Stevens’ letter to Mr. ’Trevor, dated the 4th August 1883. 

(a) After some discussion, Mr. Trevor draws u[» (») a paper of sugges- 

**** tions for the acceptance of both the Nawabs intended to serve as a 

basis of agreement between them before proceeding further in the case. 

With regard to the city house property Mr. Dauloj) states 
that his princijsal declines for the reasons stated in the memo, 
just put in to refer any question to arbitration except the question of 
the division of the Baradari. 

Mr. Stevens replies that his ])rincipal jnust maintain his 
edainis to the Surdmahal and the other properties mentioned in the 
Nawab Khoorshed Jah’s letter to the Peshkar, dated the 25th .Tamadi- 
us-Sain 1300 H. 

Mr. Trevor thereupon suggests that the representatives should 
ascertain whether their princij)als are prej)ared to allow the arbitra- 
tion to i^oceed on the other points only, excluding the question of 
the Baradari. 

The meeting is then adjourned to the 23rd instant. 

(Signed.) H. E. TREVOR. 


Draft suggestions for the acceptance of both Naioahs, preliminary 
to the framing of issues. 

1. It is agreed that the arbitrator is to give effect: (1) to 
the Ekrarnamah of the 4th Suffer 1299 H, (2) to the Minister’s 
decision of the 4th Rubbee-ul-Awal 1299 H. 

2. That no claim, which is contrary to the terms of either of the 
above-mentioned documents, shall be considered admissible. 

3. That it should be left to the arbitrator to decide, witli regard 
to the Jaghirs left by the mother and sister of the two Nawabs, and 
with regard to the villages of Ajmurry Gungawarem, whether these 


^ SfliJ post jiage 
t See pQft pa^.. 
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properties fall under the operation of Clause 3 of the Ekrurnamiih ; or 
on what principle they ehould bedisp«)8ed of? 

4. That, with respect to the claims for Sair villages, no such claim 
shall be admitted, unless it can be brought under a fair construction of 
either the Ekrarnaniah, or the decision, which it shall be for the arbi- 
trator to decide. 

0 . That the decision be based on the revenue accounts of 1288 H. 

(>. That the award of mesne protits and interest be left to the dis- 
cretion of the arbitrator. 

7. That, in the event of the arbitrator awarding delivery of lands 
to either party, such party shall acce|>t with the land the I’esponsibility 
of maintaining a proportionate number of Pagah troops and incurring 
other expenses attendant on the possession of the land. 
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MEMO. 

Fi’oin Mi\ Stevens’ letter of the Ith inst. and its enclosures I 
gather that the Nawab Khoorshed Jah wishes the following claims 
against his brother referred to arbitration, viz : 

(1) The fulfilment of the agreement, dated 4th Suffer 1229. 

(2) Claims on account of Sayer in the Talooks of Purtabpore, 
Lohara, Ulsoor and other villages. 

(3) Bunderwara villages. 

(4) Exchanges for the villages of Chatumpally, &c. 

(.’>) A rodivision of the house property and the settlement of the 
Baradari (picstion. 

2. The Nawab Vicar-ul-Oonu'ah admits the agreemeait, dated i4th 
8ufler, and is willing that the (piestion, whether it has been given full 
effect to, should be referred to arbitration. 

3. The Nawab observes that, after the execution of this agreement, 
he and his brother addressed a Joint letter to the President, in which 
it was stated: 

(1) That the Pagali and family estates had been divided to their 
mutual satisfaction. 

(2) That it \^s agreed that the title of Slmms-ul-Oomrah Amir- 
i-Kabir should be held by the Nawab Klioorshed Jah. 

(3) That the appointment of Co-Regent should be given to the 
Nawab Khoorshed Jah. 

3. At the time, of writing this letter, it was understood that every 
mattoj’ had been s(4.tle(l except, (a) the family accf)unt8 which wer6s 
not fully made uj); (b) the division of Baradari, which is joint property. 

•1. The Vicar-ul-Oomi-ah thei'efore declines to go behind this agree- 
jticnt, or to open u]i tpiestions which were Aortually settled, when the 
agreement was executed accordingly. 

. (1) Me objects to rofur to arbitration tlio (|Uostioii rof^arding 

I Savor. Hotli lio and his brothej* have lost by the abolition 

of Saver, but it was understood that they would eacli boar 
their own loss and not make a claim against the other. Had 
any other course been intended, the question would have 
been referred to in the written agreement. 

(2) Tlie claims put forward on account of Bunderwara and Cha- 
tumpally villages should be defined more clearly, until the 
Nawab understands what it is his brother seeks, for he can- 
not determine whether the (|uostion is a simple one to refer 
to arbitration. 

(3) The Nawab Khoorshed Jah ajjparently wishes to set aside 
the clause in his father’s Will relating to the house-pro- 
perty, and to have a complete redivision of the whole of it. 
But the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah cannot consent to this course. 
The late Nawab divided the property in Ids lifetime (t*xcupt 
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the Baradari); and to avoid all doiiht rog'ardiug his intentions, 
lie affixed his seal to several eopies ol’ a jdan, showing the 
paiticulars of the division. Ho also oonfinned this division 
by his will. 

The Nawab Khoorshcd Jah a]>parently admits this fact, but 
disjuites his father’s right to dispose of the property. He is, however 
too late in doing so. Under Mahomedan law a son can, no doubt, in 
certain circumstances, set aside his lather’s Will, l)ut he cannot do so 
if he liad once admitted and accepted the conditions of the Will. In 
the present instance it is lield that the Nawal* Khoorshed .lah did 
accept, the Will, as regards the house-{>roperty, and has never until 
now disputed it. 

The preamble of the agreenumt, dated 4th Suffer, supports this 
view in so far as it contains the ffdlowing words: — “Subsequent 

to till', settlement drawn uj» by our father, we two brothers have 
“mutually agreed as follows:” and then follows the particulars 
of a redistribution of the Talooks. But the document is silent as 
to house property showing that there was no dispute about it. 
For the Jbi’egoing reason the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah declines to enter 
into arbitmtion al)out any House property, except such as was left by 
his 1‘athej ’s Will (o I lotli sons jointly. Iji olhei' words, he is willing 
that the arbitration should give effect to the terms of the Will, but will 
not consent to the re-opening of any (juestioii which was di.sposed of 
by the Will. 

5. The Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah’s money claims against his 
brother are us follows: — 

'fhe late Nawab gave his younger soji a. gift of Tj lacs of JIupees, 
but he subsequently took out of t his sum I’oi’ his own ex- 
|tenses Bs. 1,80,000, which is credited in his account to the 
Nawab Ekbal-ud-J)owlah.* 'I'he latter has thus a claim against 
tlie late Nawab’s estate of Rs. 1,80,000 and the debts and 
assets b(;ing divisible equally between the two sons, the 
Nawab Khoorshed -lah owes half of this sum, viz,, 00,000. 
’Phe account to this effect will be |>roduced, if the arbitration 
is proceeded with. 

The Nawab has also a claim for a house at Shahabad, which is 
now in his brother’s possession. 

Jagauath’s claim against the late Nawab’s estate has also to bo 
adjusted. 

In connection with these and other matters there are some records 
in joint inxstody in the Surdmahal, which must be examined before the 
Nawab can say that there are no other claims requiring adjustment. 

(Signed) A. G. DUNLOP. 

mh August 1883. 


• NftWttb Vicar-uM>DUira)u 
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To 


H. E. Trevoe, Esq., 

Secunderabad. 


Hydercibad^ 20th August 188S. 

Sir, 

I liavo the honor to lay before you the following facts relative lo 
the arbitration now f)endiug'. 

1. The latt> Ami r-i-Kabir died on tlie lllth December 1881, 
leaving two sons, the Nawabs Khoorshed .lah and Ekbal-iid-l)owlah, 
his heirs. 

2. The Will of the late Amir-i-Kabir ilis|»osed of almost his entire 
property (certain exceptions are mentioned in itaras 7, 8. 0, 10 and 11 
of this letter) and e\cej)t in the matter of house pro]>ertY sjiecilied 
what the division was to be. 

8. 'Pile Inmse property was left jointly with the right of one 
brother to bny out the half share of the other. 

4. Tlu‘ Will of the late Amir-i-Kabir having been disputed and 
objected to by the Nawab Khoorshed dab during his lifetime, on his 
fleath both brotlntrs considered it (ixptnlitmt to redivide the landed 
])roperty, which they by means of an Ekrarnainah and signilied tludr 
Jtiutual agreement to the same in several joint lettisrs signed by them 
both and sent to Sir Stuart Baylev, who was then llesident. 

r». The data, on which this Kkrarnamah was based, was su])plio<l 
almost entirely by the Nawab Ekbal-nd-l)o\vlah, lie having on the 
death oi‘ his father, retained all the records of tlie Talooks. as well as 
the ralookdars themselves. 

(». d’he Nawab Ekbal-iid-Dowlah then left India for Europe, 
promising his brother that thosi^ portions of their Ekrarnainah unful- 
tilled would, on his return to Hyderabad, be carried out. 

7. The villages of Ajmnri’y (Ttungawarein rcoerted to the 
family after the death of the Amir-i-Kabir, and should therid'ore be 
now treated in the same manner as the rest of the T’alooks and divided 
in the proportions laid down in the Ekrarnainah. 

8. The Jaghir, given to the mother ol' the two brothers and not 
mentioned in the Will, should I»e treated in the same manner. 

9. As also Chatumpally, the sister Jaghir. 

10. In order that the entire control of the enstoms dues should 
remain in the hands of the Minister, a grant of certain villages was 
made by the late Hir Salar Jung in lieu of levying customs lines on 
Ijohara and Eurtabpore, &c., it is obvious that these villages belong to 
Lohara and I’urtabpore as representing the eipiivalent given for a de- 
duction in revenue. 

11. And Bunderwara, the Sayer villages I'or Husnabad, for the 
same reason as given in para. 10, should be 'iivided aecoriiing to 
shares. 

iU 
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12. Subsequent to the EkrariiauiaU the Nawab Khoorshed Jah 
became aware of the retention by hia brother of the property mention- 
ed in paras. 7, 8, 9, 10, & 11. 

13. The lute Minister’s decision allots, among’St other things “ the 
“ Pagah and .laghir Talooks lately in the possession of the late Na- 
“ wab Rulfee-ud-Deeu Khan.” 

14. The two bi'others are uttected in two ways by this decision. 

1«<. — It allots their respective shares in the late Mohtishim- 
nd-I)owlah’s property. 

— The Minister has specified from what 'falooks in the 
possession of the two brothers the amotmt to be made 
over to the Nawab Basheer-nd-Dowlah should be real- 
ized. 

15. In lauded property therefore Nawab Khoorshed .lah now 
seeks such balances as are due to him on the Ekrariiamah (t.e., the 
whole of the family property) and the .Minister’s Decision. 

16. Statement 1. shows the Talooks of the late Amir-i-Kabir 
with their revenue, according to the Will, after deducting such Talooks 
as arc by name specifically alloted in the Ekrariiamah. 

17. Statement II. gives the allotment of Statement 1, according to 
the terms of tlu; Ekrarnamah. 

18. Statement 11 A. shows how the two brothers are affected by 
the Minister’s Decision. 

19. Statement 111. shows what the Nawal> Khoorshed Jah’s share 
should be according to Statements 11. & 11. A, and what he has now ac- 
tually in possession. 

20. Statement IV. shows what the Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah’s 
share should be according to Statements II. and II. A, and wlxat he has 
now actually in possession. 

21. A deduction from the excess now in the possession of the 
younger brother of the balance due to the elder brother represents the 
claim the Nawab Khoorshed Jah has on tlic Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah 
for landed property. 


1 have the honor to be. 
Sir, 

Your Obedient Servant, 
(Sd.) A. STEVENS. 
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No. I. 

STATEMENT of the Talooks of the late Amir-i-Kahir and their 
revenue aecordhvg to the year 1288 Fuslee, acco^'ding to ilte Will of the 
late Amir. 


Names of Talooks. 

Revenue under 
tlie old 
Assessment. 

G-ross Reve- 
nue as 
per Will. 

Allowances 

and 

Expenses. 

Balance. 

Goonjotee 

1,70,096 

5 

3 

1,51,433 

10 

0 

26,006 

11 


1,25,436 

15 

0 

Aliiml 

1,7»,G40 

9 

0 

1,28,872 

(J 

3 

24,754 

12 


1,04,117 

9 

6 

Ferozabad 

<J.t,435 

9 

9 



9 

16,872 

0 


88,778 

5 

0 

Hutlinoora 

58,697 

3 

E 

06,941 

10 

0 

33,960 

12 


62,990 

13 

9 

Chilgiddu 

29,066 

2 

9 

44,783 

/ 

t) 

10,812 

1 


:13,971 

5 

9 

Niirsapoor 

24,125 

6 


38, 309 

4 

'• 

9,645 

7 


26,723 

13 

3 

Ajinurry Gutiguwurein 

Itcverted 

to 


tlic tainily 
AmiFs 


ill' 

ter tlie } 
(IcutJi. i 



8,(H)0 

0 

0 

Total Its. 

6,54,940 

13 

i 

1 

5,64,060 

12 

1 


1,22,041 

13 



1 

3 


Exclusive of those properties that were 8])ecilically distributed, i. e., 
Lohara, Purtabpoor and Kotgheiir. Kf»ndulwary. Yelgaruj), Valandi, 
Mungulghee and the villages of Annoor, whicli are omitted in the Will. 
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No. II, 


Seltletmnt of the late Amir-i-Kahir's Talooks as per Ekrarnamak dated. 

Total amount of gross revenue as per 

Statement No. I Bs. 5,64,000 0 0 

Deduct anna for Nawab Khoor- 

shed Jah as per Agreement „ 44,062 8 0 


Balance Rs. 5,19,937 8 0 


To be divided as follows ; — 

To Nawab Khorshed Jah... Rs. 2, .59,968 12 o 
To Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah. „ 2,59,968 12 0 

Total... Rs. .5,19,9.37 8 0 

Khorshed Jah’ 8 Share proper. Rs. 3,04,031 4 0 

Bkbal-ud-Dowlah’s Share... „ 2,59,968 12 0 

Tatal • •• Rs. 5,64,000 0 0 


46 
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No. II. A. 


Statement nftmoing how the Naimbs are affected hy the decision of 
the Minister. 

Decision of the Minister is as stated as tbllows : — 

Khoorshed Job’s Share in Mohtashim-ud-Dow- 

lah’s Estate Rs. 1,85,330 9 7 

Ekbal-ud'Dowlah’s Share in Mohtashim- 

ud-Dowlah’s Estate ,, 1,85,330 9 7 

Ekhal-ud-Dowlah’s Share in Mahomed 

Ruffee-ud'Deen Khan’s Estate „ 60,000 0 0 


Total Rs. 4,80,661 3 2 


In possession of Nawobs Khoorshed Jah and Ekbal-ud>Dowlah. — 


Bhalkee ... Rs. 54,006 

0 

0* 

Yelgarup ... „ 27,998 

7 

6<-- 

Valandee ... ,, 30,118 

8 

0* 

Mungulghee... ., 19,541 

2 

0* 

Kotgheer ... „ 52,794 

3 

3* 

Kondulwai'ee .. „ 51,051 

1 

9* 

Madurghur, &c. ,, 9,590 

9 

0* 

Narrainkhera,. „ 1,66,885 

15 

3* 

Husnabad ... „ 1,32,954 

7 

Of 


Total Rs. 5,44,940 5 9 

Balance due to Nawab Basheer-ud>Dow1ah Rs. 1,14,279 2 7. 

Minister writes — 

There is a diHerence of Rs. 2,000 iu the above total ; but the 
amount to be paid to Nawab Basheer-ud-Dowlah should be . 
Rs. 1,12,000. 


♦ Tlieae Taluks art> in the posttesnion of Kaw;il» Vikar-ul •Ooinrah, Ekbal-ud Dow lah. 
t Iu poe»c«eion of Kliobrsbcd J^ah al duU of tlio Wiiiibter e 


26 
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No. III. 


Stateoient nhowing Natmb Khoorsibed JiUis Share in the Talookt of 
his kite father, as also his one-third from Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah's Estate 
as per Decree, 

Khoorshed Jah’s Share from 
Talooks as per Statemeut No. II. 

One-third of Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah’s asl , oc oo« « ^ 
per Decree j ” 1,85,330 0 7 


Total... Ks. 4,89,361 13 7 


his lather’s 


‘“jus. 3,04,031 4 0 


Talooks at present in possession of the Nawab — 


G'Oonjotee ... ••• ••• 

Ferozabad ... 

Nursa]K>or ... 

Husnabad Total Ks. 1,32,954 
Paid to Nawab ( . 

Basheer-ud-Dowlah t ’ 


7 

0 


Rs. 1,51,433 10 
„ 1,05,650 5 

„ 33,369 4 



0 

9 

6 

0 * 


Rs . 68,954 7 0 

Rs. 3,59,407 11 3 


Balance to receive from Nawab 
£kbal-ud-Dowlah ... ... Rs. 1,29,954 2 4 

Total Rs. 4,89,361 13 7 


Nawab Khoorshed Jah also claims the follow- 
ing, his share of the lauded property, left unsettled 
by the late Amir-i-Kabir : — 


His Share in Bunderwara ... ... 4,000 0 0 


Share in the Sayer villages for Lo- 1 
hara, Purtabpore and Hoolsoor... ) 
Share in Annoor, 4&c. 

Share in Ajmarry ) 

Gungawarein ... ) 


8,00(» 0 0 

5,500 0 0 

4,000 0 0 


Dalaiico after deducting the amount to NTawiib BaHheor-nd-Duwlith. 


n 
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No. IV. * 

Statement skowiny Nawab EMtal-ud-DowlaKs Slutre in the Talooks 
of hit late father and that hy the Minitlei's Deeree. 

Uis Share in his father’s Talooks as per Statement 
No. II ... ... ... ... ... ...Ks. 2,59,968 12 0 

One-third of Motashira-ud-Dowlah’s as per Decree „ 1,85,330 9 7 
By the late Rufteo-ud-Deen Khan’s Will... ... „ 60,000 0 7 

T otal Share Rs. 5,05,299 5 7 

Talooks in possession of the Na- 
wab from his father’s Estate: — 

Alund . . . 

Huthnoora 
Chit^iddah 

Ajmurry 
Gungawarein 

Annoer, &c. ... „ 11,000 0 0 

Total Rs. 2,89,597 7 9 


From the Estate of the late Ruf- 
fee-ud-Dcen Khan and ^ Share of 
Mohtashim-ud-Dowlah’s Estate : — 


Jaghir ... 

Rs. 

54,006 

0 

0 

Kotgheer 


52,794 

3 

3 

Kondulwaree ... 

, >> 

51,051 

1 

9 

Yelgarup 

?? 

27,998 

7 

6 

Valandee 


30,118 

0 

0 

Narrainkhera ... 


1,66,885 

15 

3 

Kullair 

>> 

18,020 

15 

0 


Total Rs. 4^00,875 2 9 

Gkand Total.. .Rs. 6,90,472 10 6 

Deduct his Share as stated above „ 5,05,299 5 7 


...Rs. 1,28,872 6 3 

... „ 96,941 10 0 

... „ 44,783 7 6 


Excess in the hands of Nawab Ekbal-ud-Dowlah Rs. 1,85,173 4 11 
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!t*RBSENT — 

Mb. STEVENS, 
„ DUNLOP. 

„ TREVOR, 


2'ird Augtist 1883. 


Mr. Stevens puts in a letter addressed to Mr, Trevor and dated 
the 23rd August,* in reply to Mr. Dunlop’s memo of the 1 6th inst., put 
in at the last meeting. 

Mr. Dunlop states that the Nawab Viear-ul-Oomrah is not pre- 
j)ared to go on with the arbitration at all, unless his claim to the Surd- 
niahal and other property coloured as belonging to him on the map 
sealed by the late Amir-i-Kabir be admitted without dispute. With 
respect to this property he declines to produce evidence of his title be- 
fore an arbitrator. He considers the question as settled and objects to 
its being re-opened. He is willing to refer to arbitration, (1) the ques- 
tion ot the division of the Haradari ; (2) the question whether the 
Kkrarnamah has been fulfilled or not ; (3) the money-claims brought 
forward by Nawab Vicar-ul-Ooinrah. With regard to other points that 
have been raised and the paper of suggestions drawn up by Mr. Trevor 
at the last meeting, Mr. Dunlop states that he must examine the ac- 
counts before he can give an answer. 

Mr. Stevens states that on behalf of the Nawab Rhoorshed Jah 
he is prepared to accept all the suggestions contained in the paper draft- 
ed by Mr, Trevor ; but with regard tt> waiving the Nawab’s claim to 
the Surdmahal and other house property, he must refer for further in- 
structions to his principal. In view of Mr. 'frevor’s approaching depail- 
ure, the proceedings are then concluded. 


23r<2 Attgmt 1883, 


(Signed.) H. E. TREVOR. 
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To 

H. E. Tbbvok, Esq. 

Dated 23rc2 August, 1883. 

Sir, 

In reply to Mr. Dunlop’s meiiio, of 16th (which was filed by 
him at our last meeting, 20th), 1 have the honor to state the following 
facts. 

2. Para. 1 of Mr. Dunlop’s letter is explained in detail by the 
statement of the claims of Nawab Khoorshed Jah and filed at our last 
meeting, 

3. Para. 2 admits the agreement, and is willing that the question, 
whether it has been given full effect to, should be referred to arbitra- 
tion. 

Both brothers have now agreed to this issue. 

4. l.*ara 3. On reference to the previous correspondence, it will 
be seen that the Nawab Khoorshed Jah has also alluded to the joint 
letter quoted. He is not, however, prepared to admit the deduction 
the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah wishes to draw, namely, that because 
the settlement-deed had been executed in writing and fully agreed 
to by both, that therefore he is precluded from objecting, should 
the same settlement be only partially carried out. 

a. Para. 4. Both brothers have also agreed in declining to go 
behind the agreement : at the same time the Nawab Khoorshed Jah 
seeks an actual settlement, and does not agree with his brother that 
certain questions were virtually settled, when the agreement was 
executed; the agreement only refers to Pagah property. 

Tlie actual settlement of the Ekrarnamah only connected from the 
date of the (loozashets (delivery orders) given by the Nawab Vicar-ul 
Oomrah to his brother, i. e., 9th January 1882, or 20 days after the date 
of the joint letter quoted by Mr. Dunlop. 

"With reference to Sayer, the Nawab Khoorshed Jah is perfectly 
willing that the Sayer attached to the pro^ierty represented by State- 
ment 1. should be divided according to the shares laid down m the 
Ekrarnamah. 

The Sayer of Lohara, Purtabporc and Uoolsoor has always been 
separate, and goes with the Talooks it was granted for. 

The Sayer of Ilasnabad and Narainkhera is also separate, and 
must be allotted accordingly to the shares df^hoth brothers. 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jali in receiving from the Nawab Kkbal- 
ul-Dowlah his share of lands under the Ekrarnamah, according to the 
revenue accounts of 1288, accepted, amongst other Talooks, Nursapoor, 
which included Chatumpally, &c.; on taking possession of Nursapoor, he 
discovers that Chatumpally was made over to the sister in 1289; this 
fact was suppressed hy his brother. As however the settlement was 
based on the revenue accounts of 1288, all of which were held by 
the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah, the alienation of Obatumpally, Ac., is 

.w 
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a deduction from the whole of tht; father'ts property, the loss caused 
by which must be borne by both brothers. 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jah is quite willing to waive his claim 
to the Surdmahal, if his brother can prove to the satisfaction of the 
arbitrator his right to it. 

6. Para 5. The Nawab V'icar-ul-Oomrali after stating that “ he 
is willing that the arbitrator should give effect to the terms of the Will,’’ 
brings forward a very remarkable money claim. Before leaving for 
Europe, the Nawab Vicar-ui-Ooinrah sent his brother a statement of 
the liabilities of their late father. As I have before several times 
stated, the whole of the family papers were with the Nawab Vicar-ul- 
Oomrah. No accounts were shown to the Nawab Khoorshed Jah, 
nor did he see any of the creditors ; tiie division of the debts was 
made by the younger brother, and the statement sent to the elder 
brother. No mention is made of this claim now brought forward 
either (1) in the Will; or (2) in the statement of the liabilities of the estate ; 
(3) in the Ekrarnamali. The Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah brings this 
claim after a silence of 20 months, ami after verbally emphatically 
asserting that beyond the settlement of the joint house property there 
was nothing further in dispute between the brothers. These facts, I 
tliink, sjxaik for themselves. 

'faking it for granted that it has always been the intention not to 
go beyond the Will, the Nawab Khoorshed Jah has refrained from bring- 
ing forward his claims on his father’s estsite for considerably over 20 lacs 
of R upees, the surplus on Loharu and l*urtabpore, and tor the same reason 
declines, unless the whole (juestiou anterior to tlui Will is taken up to 
discuss the money -claim now brought forward by his brother. 

The Shahabad house was made over with Ferozabad by the Na- 
wab Vicar-ul-Oomrah in the same way that he k)ok over from his brother 
house situated at Chitgiddah and given to the Nawab Khoorshed Jah by 
his father. It has always been perfectly umlerstood that the object of 
this arbitration was to settle tlr.! <lifferences between the two brothers 
and not the claims of cmlitors on the late Amir-i-Kabir’s estate, the 
liabilities of which amount to some 12 la(!S of ruj>ees ; tor this retison 
the Nawab Klnwrshed Jah declines to discuss in tins arbitration the 
claims of Jaganath (who is a Taltiokdar of his brother) or any other 
creditors as previously stated ; the liabilities of the late Amir-i-Kabir have 
already been allotted between the brothers. 

7. Ajmurry Gungawarein reverted to the Shums-ul-Oomrah 
family when the last Naz Bhaighee died inteshite and without heirs. 
The delivery order for Ajmurry GungaAvarein was sent to the late Amir- 
i-Kabir. Possession was not taken of the villages till after his death. 

8. A mother’s Jaghir by Mahomedan law cannot be alienated,* but 
on her death must revert to her children. 

1 have, &c., 

(Signed) A. STEVENS. 


• i. c.— By her huahand or by any other person except licraelf- 'lliia only applicfs wlion 
thoro are childreu. 

ai 
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TO THE PESHKAR. 


Avalist 1883. 


My dear Rajah Saheb, 

I have much pleasure in annexing herewith a short statement of 
tlie proceedings that have taken place before Mr. Trevor in the arbi- 
tration now pending between my brother and myself, and shall be 
much obliged if you wdll submit the same to Mr. Cordery, and seek 
from him an expression of his opinion as to how the enquiry should be 
completed. 


Yours sincerely, 

(Sgd.) KHOORSHED JAH. 


32 




MEMO. 


Mr. H. E. Trevor having been appointed with the sanction and 
approval of the Resident and the Peshkar as Arbitrator in the matters 
in dispute between the Nawabs Khoorshed Jah and Vicar-ul-Oomrah. 

The result of the arbitration so far is briefly as follows : — 

The first sitting took place on the 23rd of July, and the arbitrator 
having retired from the (iovernment service, held his last meeting on 
the 23rd of August. 

A scheme for retaining Mr. Trevor’s services till the completion 
of the arbitration fell through, owing to the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah 
declining to pay half the retaining fee. 

The claims of the Nawabs as laid before the arbitration are as 
follows : — 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jah claims — 

(1) The unfulfilled portion of the Ekrarnarnab, dated 4th 
Suffer 1299. 

(2) The balance due him from his brother under the late 
Minister’s Decision. 

(3) The division of the private property in the city. 

Claims of the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah — 

(1) Rs. 90,000. 

(2) The Surdmahal, &c, 

Roth brothers desire the allotment of the joint household property 
in the city ; they differ however as to what this comprises. 

The details of the above claims, accounts, correspondence, ic.,have 
been filed by both Nawabs before the Arbitrator. 

On the 20th August, with the consent of the representatives of 
both Nawabs, the Arbitrator drew up the following : — 

Draft swjyciftions for the acceptance of hath Ndw%hs , preliminary 
to the Jraminq of issues. 

1. It is agreed that the arbitrator is to give effect; (1) to 
the Ekrarnamah of the 4th Suffer 1299 H, (2) to the Minister’s 
decision of the 4th Rubbee-ul-Awal 1299 H. 

2. That no claim, which is contrary to the terms of either of the 
above-mentioned documents, shall be considered admissible. 

3. That it should be left to the arbitrator to decide, with regard 
to the Jaghirs left by the mother and sister of the two Nawabs, and 
with regard to the villages of Ajmurry Gungawarem, whether these 

properties fall under the operation of Clause 3 of the Ekrarnamah ; or 
on what principle they should be disposed of? 
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4. That., with respect to the claims for Suir villages, no such claim 
shall be admitted, ualess it can be brought under a fair construction of 
either the Ekrarnainah, or the decision, which it shall be for the arbi- 
trator to decide. 

5. That the decision bo based on the revenue accounts of 1288 H. 

(). That the award of mesne profits and interest be loft to the dis- 
ci-etion of the arbitrator. 

7. That, iti the event of the arbitrator awarding delivery of lands 
to either party, such party shall accept with the land the responsibility 
of maintaining a proportionate number of Pagah troops and incurring 
other exjHjnses attendant on the possession of the land. 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jab signified his approval of the above 
issues. 

At the same meeting and after recording the above issues, the 
representative of the Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah, filed a letter, in which 
“ The Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah admits the agreement, dated 4th Suffer, 
and is willing that the question, whether it has been given full effect 
to, should be referred to arbitration.” 

Three days afterwards, however, the Nawab’s representative 
states ; — 

“ The Nawab Vicar-ul-Oomrah is not prepared to go on with the 
arbitration at all, unless his claim to the Surdmahal and other 
property coloured as belonging to him on the tnap sealed by 
the late Ameer-i-Kabir be admitted without dispute.” He de- 
clines to produce evidence of title before an arbitrator. 

The departure of the arbitrator for England on the 2Gth August 
postponed the proceedings. 

The Nawab Khoorshed Jah now seeks that this enquiry be com- 
pleted either by arbitration, or in any other approved method ; he de- 
clines to delay or postpone the fulfilment of the joint Ekrarnainah, and 
insists on the restitution of those lands he is entitled to under the above 
deed. The Nawab Khoorshed Jah denies the right of the Nawab 
Vicar-ul-Oomrah to retain landed property bringing in over Rs. 13,000 
per mensem till such time as the owners ship of a house in dispute in 
the city is agreed upon. 


A. STEVENS. 
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With the sanction and approval of the Government of India 
Mr. Ridsdale, Chief Commissioner, Berar, is appointed Judge to settle 
the dispute, and permission granted to both parties in the case to 
employ counsel, if desired. Ibth October 1883. 





